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April 7, 2006

To: Chairman and Members, California Transportation Commission
California Department of Transportation
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies
County Transportation Commissions

2006 STIP Staff Recommendations

Enclosed are the California Transportation Commission staff recommendations for the 2006 State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP). State law requires that the Executive Director of the Commission make the staff recommendations available
to the Commission, the Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and regional agencies at least 20 days prior to the adoption of
a new STIP. The Commission is scheduled to receive comments on these recommendations and to adopt the STIP at its
April 26-27 meeting in Fresno.

The 2006 STIP will add two new programming years, 2009-10 and 2010-11, with over $1.9 billion in new capacity. This
STIP differs from prior STIPs in that it requires the programming of projects in three distinct categories, reflecting the
restrictions on two of its major funding sources. The new capacity includes about $455 million for highway projects, $1.355
billion for rail and transit projects, and $116 million for transportation enhancement (TE) projects. The most serious challenge
facing the Commission is that project nominations from Caltrans and regional agencies far exceeded the available capacity for
highway projects.

These recommendations identify specific projects and project components to be programmed for each year of the STIP. The
recommendations conform to the yearly STIP capacity identified for each of the three funding categories in the fund estimate
the Commission adopted in September 2005. The recommendations are based primarily on the targets identified in the fund
estimate and on the priorities and scheduling recommended by regional agencies in their regional transportation improvement
programs and by Caltrans in its interregional transportation improvement program.

The staff will present and update its recommendations of the first day of the Commission meeting, April 26. The adoption is
scheduled for April 27.
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2006 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

California Transportation Commission
April 7, 2006

This document presents the recommendations of the staff of the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) for the 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP). State law requires that the Executive Director of the Commission make these
recommendations available to the Commission, the Department of Transportation
(Caltrans), and the transportation planning agencies and county transportation commissions
at least 20 days prior to the Commission’s adoption of the STIP. The Commission is
scheduled to receive comments on these recommendations and to adopt the STIP at its
April 26-27, 2006 meeting in Fresno.

The STIP is updated biennially, with each new STIP adding two new years to prior
programming commitments. The 2006 STIP will cover the five-year period through 2010-
11. This STIP differs from prior STIPs in that it will require programming projects in three
distinct categories, reflecting the restrictions on two of the STIP’s funding sources. In
accordance with the fund estimate adopted by the Commission in September 2005, the 2006
STIP will include:

e Up to $3.822 billion in highway and road programming, including $3.367 billion
carried forward from the 2004 STIP and $455 million in new capacity. These amounts
are to be funded primarily from Proposition 42 Transportation Investment Fund
transfers and the repayment of prior Proposition 42 suspensions.

e Up to $1.739 billion in rail and transit programming to be funded from the Public
Transportation Account (PTA), including $384 million carried forward from the 2004
STIP and $1.355 billion in new capacity.

e Up to $349 million for Transportation Enhancement (TE) programming to be funded
from federal TE funds, including $233 million carried forward from the 2004 STIP and
$116 million in new capacity.

These figures do not include the amounts programmed for projects in 2005-06 and earlier,
some of which may be allocated in 2006-07. As of April 1, 2006, those amounts included
$314 million programmed for Caltrans construction (including construction support) and
$305 million for local agency projects in 2005-06 that had not yet been allocated.

The Commission’s adopted STIP may include only projects that have been nominated by a
regional agency in its regional transportation improvement program (RTIP) or by Caltrans
in its interregional transportation improvement program (ITIP). Together, the RTIPs and
the ITIP included nominations for:

e $4.59 billion in highway and road programming, a proposed net increase of $1.23
billion,

e $1.009 billion in rail and transit programming, a proposed net increase of $625 million,
and

e $351 for TE programming, a proposed net increase of $118 million.

For highway and TE programming, project proposals were also front-loaded on a statewide
basis. For highway programming, the amount proposed for the first two years of the STIP



exceeded capacity by over $660 million. For TE, proposals exceeded capacity for the first
two years by $35 million.

These staff recommendations identify specific projects and project components to be
programmed for each year of the 2006 STIP. The recommendations include:

$3.82 billion in highway and road programming, including added costs for escalation
for Caltrans projects where appropriate, for a net increase of $452 million. Another
$780 million in project proposals are not included in the recommendations.

$1.009 billion in rail and transit projects, including all $625 million in proposed new
projects eligible for funding from the Public Transportation Account. Another $730
million in fund estimate capacity would remain unprogrammed and available for future
STIP amendments.

$344.5 million in TE projects, including regional TE reserves. Another $8.7 million in
project proposals are not included in the recommendations.

The recommendations are based primarily on:

the yearly program capacity identified in the fund estimate adopted by the Commission
in September 2005;

the annual programming targets identified for highway and TE programming in the fund
estimate for each county and for the interregional program;

project priorities and scheduling recommended by regional agencies in their regional
transportation improvement programs (RTIPs) and by Caltrans in its interregional
transportation improvement program (ITIP);

the delivery status and deliverability of individual projects; and

Commission policies as expressed in the STIP guidelines.



FUND ESTIMATE AND GUIDELINES FOR THE 2006 STIP

The development of the 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) began
with the Commission’s adoption of the 2006 STIP fund estimate, together with the adoption
of amendments to the STIP guidelines, on September 29, 2005. According to the fund
estimate, revenues to the State Highway Account are no longer sufficient to provide any
funding at all for the STIP. All State Highway Account revenues are now needed to cover
State maintenance and operating costs and the capital costs of the State Highway Operation
and Protection Program (SHOPP). For years, those costs have been rising steadily while
State Highway Account revenues have remained essentially flat.

With the exception of the small Transportation Enhancement (TE) program, the STIP is
now entirely dependent on revenues that are subject to annual decisions made through the
state budget process. Those revenues include Proposition 42 transfers, the repayment of
prior Proposition 42 suspensions, annual “spillover” revenues to the Public Transportation
Account, and tribal gaming bond revenues designated to repay prior loans to the General
Fund. All of these revenues are provided for under state law, but none can be regarded as
reliable and all are at risk.

When Caltrans presented the draft fund estimate in July, the Commission agreed that the
adoption of the fund estimate, ordinarily scheduled for August, should be delayed until the
Commission’s September meeting to allow Caltrans to take into account final action on the
schedule of state funding for the Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program mandated by
AB 144 (2005) and to take into account final action on the new federal reauthorization act
(SAFETEA-LU). State law permits the Commission to postpone the adoption of the fund
estimate if it finds that legislation pending before the Legislature or the Congress may have
a significant impact on the fund estimate. In that case, the Commission is mandated to
extend the dates for the remainder of the STIP development process.

STIP proposals were made through the RTIPs and the ITIP, which were due to the
Commission by January 30, 2006. The Commission subsequently held two public hearings
on those recommendations, one on March 9 in Los Angeles and the other on March 15 in
Sacramento.

2006 Fund Estimate

On September 29, 2005, the Commission adopted the 2006 STIP fund estimate, including
estimates of STIP shares and programming targets for each county and the STIP
interregional program. The fund estimate covers the five-year period of the 2006 STIP,
2006-07 through 2010-11, and estimates total statewide new programming capacity of
$1.926 billion. That new capacity includes $116 million in federal Transportation
Enhancement (TE) funds, $1.355 billion from the state Public Transportation Account
(available only for public transit projects), and just $455 million from sources available for
highway and road projects, including the TIF, TDIF, and State Highway Account funds
scheduled for repayment by tribal gaming bonds. In addition, the programming of the 2006
STIP will consist of reprogramming and rescheduling $3.984 billion in projects carried
forward from the 2004 STIP, and the fund estimate provided annual targets for this
rescheduling.



In addition, the 2006 STIP will include prior STIP cash commitments that are not subject to
rescheduling: $353 million over the five-year STIP period for the payment of GARVEE
bond debt service and $371 million for scheduled AB 3090 cash reimbursements.

The following table summarizes the new and reprogrammed capacity for the 2006 STIP by
fund source and purpose, excluding the $353 million for GARVEE debt service:

SUMMARY OF 2006 STIP CAPACITY

($ in millions)

Reprogram New
Capacity Capacity Total
Federal Enhancement (TE) $ 233 $ 116 $ 349
Public Transportation Account (PTA) 384 1,355 1,739
Highway/roads (TIF, TDIF, SHA) 3,367 455 3,822
Total $3,984 $1,926 $5,910

The following table is a breakdown of the $5.910 billion total STIP capacity by fiscal year:

SUMMARY OF 2006 STIP NEW CAPACITY BY YEAR

($ in millions)

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Total
Enhancement (TE) $ 67 $ 70 $ 7 $ 70 $ 71 $ 349
Transit (PTA) 503 317 324 310 285 1,739
Roads (TIF, TDIF,SHA) 546 905 1,000 670 701 3,822
Total $1,116 $1,292 $1,395 $1,050 $1,057 $5,910

For comparison, the following table identifies where the $3.984 billion to be reprogrammed

is now programmed:

SUMMARY OF 2004 STIP PROJECTS TO BE REPROGRAMMED

($ in millions)

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 Total
Enhancement (TE) $ 89 $ 79 $ 65 $ 0 $ 0 $ 233
Transit (PTA) 64 172 148 0 0 384
Roads (TIF, TDIF,SHA) 1,134 1,064 1,169 0 0 3,367
Total $1,287 $1,315 $1,382 $ 0 $ 0 $3,984

None of these tables includes project amounts now programmed for 2005-06, and the fund
estimate assumed that they were funded. As of April 1, 2006, that amount included $314
million programmed for Caltrans construction (including construction support) that had not
yet been allocated and $305 million programmed for local agency projects that had not yet
been allocated. Whatever the amount, the funding needed to cover remaining projects
programmed for 2005-06 will be carried forward to the 2006 STIP with funding that is in
addition to the above amounts.

The fund estimate also identified annual targets for each county and for the interregional
share to guide development of the RTIPs and ITIP. Although the adopted STIP is required
to conform to the year-by-year estimate for the whole STIP, the amount programmed in
each year for any particular county may vary from the target, depending on the costs,
priorities, and deliverability of individual projects.



Under State law, the STIP consists of two broad programs, the regional program funded
with 75% of STIP funding and the interregional program funded from 25%. The 75%
regional program is further subdivided by formula into county shares. The county and
interregional shares are calculated by discrete four-year periods (ending in 2003-04, 2007-
08, 2011-12, etc.), with a surplus or deficit in one period carrying forward to the next.
County shares are available solely for projects nominated in the RTIPs. The Caltrans ITIP
may nominate projects only for the interregional program. Where Caltrans and a regional
agency agree, a project may be jointly funded from a county share and from the
interregional share.

The 2006 STIP will program the last two years of one four-year county share period (2006-
07 and 2007-08) and the first three years of the next four-year period (2008-09 through
2010-11). In the 2006 fund estimate, the calculation of county shares used the 2004 fund
estimate for the share period ending 2007-08 as a base, notwithstanding the funding
reductions that had occurred since the 2004 fund estimate. County shares for the period
beginning 2008-09 were recalculated, with the shortage of funds available through 2007-08
to be treated as a debit to the new share.

The calculation of the annual reprogramming targets for the 2006 fund estimate took county
and interregional share status into account. To provide for equity in reprogramming that
recognizes county shares by period, the non-TE targets were calculated in three parts: (1) a
respread of funding that fits within the shares for the period ending 2007-08, (2) a respread
of the additional funding that fits within the current shares, which are the shares calculated
in the 2004 fund estimate, and (3) a respread of funding that represents advances against
future shares. The first part was respread first, to the 2006 STIP’s earliest years. The
second part was respread next, then the third. Thus 2004 STIP funding that represented
advances was respread to later years of the 2006 STIP.

For TE programming, separate targets were established. These were based first on 2004
STIP TE programming levels, respread in the new STIP’s early years according to
statewide programming capacity. Targets for new TE programming were based on share
formula proportions of the estimated statewide apportionment of federal TE funding, spread
over the last two years.

Some programming carried forward from the 2004 STIP was not subject to reprogramming
and was thus not counted in the calculation of reprogramming targets. These included:

e Projects already allocated or programmed for allocation in 2005-06.

e Programmed AB 3090 cash reimbursements.

e GARVEE bond debt service.

e (altrans environmental, design, and right-of-way work programmed for 2005-06 or
prior years.

Policies Specific to the 2006 STIP

Commission amendments to the STIP guidelines adopted in conjunction with the fund
estimate identified the following policies and expectations with regard to the 2006 STIP:

e New projects. Generally new project or project components added to the STIP that
are not eligible for PTA or TE funding will be programmed for 2010-11.
Exceptions may be made if the new project is programmed with reprogramming
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targets in trade for projects currently programmed. Consistent with statute, the
Commission will give preference in the programming of new projects or
components to projects in counties with an unprogrammed share balance for the
period ending 2007-08. Those counties are Butte, Colusa, Humboldt, Imperial,
Lake, Madera, Merced, Modoc, Napa, Orange, Plumas, Riverside, Santa Barbara,
Sierra, Stanislaus, Tahoe RPA, and Yolo.

Commission expectations for programming. In the 2006 STIP, the Commission
expects to give first priority to the reprogramming of projects from the 2004 STIP.
To the extent that new capacity is available, the Commission expects to give priority
to:

1. Cost increases to provide full funding for currently programmed project
components due to escalation (reprogramming delay) and due to the rising
cost of construction materials, consistent with programming capacity and the
share targets identified in the fund estimate.

2. New project components within unprogrammed county share balances
identified for the share period ending 2007-08. These projects may be
programmed in any fiscal year, consistent with programming capacity and
the share targets identified in the fund estimate.

Escalation. Each RTIP and the ITIP should be based on project costs escalated to
the year for which each project is proposed for programming, as specified in the
STIP guidelines. This applies to all projects being reprogrammed, as well as to any
new projects.

Performance Measures. Section 19 of the 2006 STIP Guidelines, “Criteria for
Measuring Performance and Cost-Effectiveness”, states, “Each RTIP and the ITIP
submitted to the Commission will be accompanied by a report on its performance
and cost-effectiveness.” For the 2006 STIP, the regions and Caltrans had the option
of providing quantitative or qualitative performance evaluations. In many instances
regions provided both. The Caltrans ITIP and the RTIPs for 38 counties complied
with Section 19 guidelines. Twenty-one regional agencies did not comply with the
Section 19 guidelines, 15 of which included programming new projects in their
RTIP submittals. While regions varied in whether they submitted quantitative or
qualitative performance evaluations, the regions represented all areas of the state
and varied in the size of their programming targets.

The inclusion of specific performance measures in the 2006 STIP cycle is to provide
regional agencies and Caltrans the opportunity to demonstrate how the goals and
objectives contained in each Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) or the
Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP) are linked to the program of
projects contained in each RTIP and the ITIP. With this in mind, each agency and
Caltrans is being asked to provide a quantitative and/or qualitative evaluation of
their respective RTIPs and the ITIP, commenting on each of the performance
indicators and performance measures outlined in the guidelines. A table of
performance indicators and measures was attached to the policies and procedures to
assist agencies with this task, and it may be used as the evaluation report for the
2006 STIP cycle.



The overarching goal for using performance measures in the 2006 STIP cycle is to
begin a systematic and reliable process that all agencies can use to guide
transportation investment decisions and to demonstrate the benefits of proposed
transportation system investments. The information gathered in this STIP cycle will
not only provide information on how performance measures are currently applied
and reported across the state, but will also provide insight into improving
performance measures, data collection and performance reporting procedures and
integrating the results to enhance decision making. The information collected may
also guide future revisions to the STIP, Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and
Project Study Report (PSR) guidelines with the objective of strengthening the
continuity and consistency from goal and objective setting to project selection and
performance reporting.

STIP Revenue Sources:

The STIP revenues identified in the fund estimate come from the following sources:

SUMMARY OF 2006 STIP REVENUE SOURCES

(% in millions)
Account Amount Percent
State Highway Account $ 209 3.5%
Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) 3,530 59.9%
Transportation Deferred Investment Fund (TDIF) 417 7.1%
Public Transportation Account (PTA) 1,739 29.5%
Total $5,895 100.0%

These amounts differ somewhat from those in the earlier tables because they exclude
Transportation Enhancement funds, which are federal funds dedicated to that purpose
alone, and because they include funds needed to cover the shortage for 2005-06. The SHA
funds are derived entirely from loan repayments now scheduled from the sale of tribal
gaming bonds.

The State Highway Account (SHA) is the sole source of revenue for the SHOPP and
until recently was the principal source of revenue for the STIP. It includes revenues
from state fuel taxes and weight fees and those federal transportation revenues that are
apportioned directly to the state. State fuel taxes and weight fees are restricted by
Article XIX of the California Constitution to projects on streets and highways and
public mass transit guideway fixed facilities. Federal transportation apportionments are
not restricted by Article XIX but are subject to various provisions of Federal law.
Unlike state Article XIX revenues, they may be used for transit rolling stock. However,
they may not be used for intercity rail projects, and matching funds must come from
non-federal revenues that are not bound by Article XIX.

The Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) was first established by the Traffic
Congestion Relief Act of 2000 to receive revenues from the state sales tax on gasoline
from 2001-02 through 2005-06. Specific dollar amounts were to be transferred from the
TIF to the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF) to fund specific projects identified in
the Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) also created under Act, with the
remaining TIF balance to be distributed, 20% to the Public Transportation Account
(PTA), 40% for the STIP, and 40% for subventions to cities and counties for local street
and road rehabilitation work.




The Transportation Refinancing Plan in AB 438 (2001), a trailer bill to the 2001-02
Budget, delayed the start of the transfers to 2003-04 and extended them to 2007-08. For
2001-02 and 2002-03, the SHA replaced the 40% for local subventions and additional
transfers from the SHA to the TCRF were authorized as short-term loans so that TCRP
projects could continue. For 2006-07 and 2007-08, the transfer to the STIP was
increased from 40% to 80% and the local road subvention was eliminated; this was
repayment for the SHA covering the subventions in 2001-02 and 2002-03 ($154 million
in 2001-02 and $200 million in 2002-03).

Proposition 42, a legislative constitutional amendment approved by the voters in March
2002, eliminated the June 2008 sunset date for the TIF and permanently dedicated the
revenue to the purposes identified in statute. The existing statutory program, including
the TCRP, was continued through 2007-08. Then beginning with 2008-09, no further
funding is to be transferred to the TCRF, and all TIF revenues are to be divided by
formula, with 40% for subventions to cities and counties for road maintenance and
repairs, 40% for the STIP, and 20% for transfer to the PTA. With half of the PTA
augmenting the STIP, one-half of all TIF revenues would accrue to the STIP.

Proposition 42 also permitted the suspension of annual transfers to the TIF. To suspend
or reduce the transfers in any fiscal year requires a finding by the Governor and the
enactment of a bill passed by a two-thirds vote of both houses of the Legislature. Since
the annual budget also requires the approval of the Governor and a two-thirds vote of
both houses, the decision to approve or suspend the TIF transfer, in whole or in part, has
come to be regarded as a regular part of the General Fund budget process. Proposition
42 also permits the Legislature to enact a statute passed by a two-thirds vote of both
houses to change the percentages allotted to each purpose (local subventions, STIP, and
PTA). However, no statute may redirect TIF revenues to any other purpose, including
the TCRP.

STIP revenues from the TIF are available for any STIP purpose, including those that are
not eligible for either federal Highway Trust Fund revenues or state revenues restricted
by Article XIX.

The Transportation Deferred Investment Fund (TDIF) was first created by AB 1751
(2003) to provide a conduit for deferred payments from the General Fund for the
purposes of the Transportation Investment Fund. In AB 1751, the Legislature
committed to make payments to the TDIF in 2008-09 to replace the 2003-04 TIF
transfer that was suspended ($856 million), plus interest. In SB 1098 (2004), the
Legislature committed to make payments to the TDIF in 2007-08 to replace the 2004-05
TIF transfer that was suspended ($1.259 billion), plus interest. Amounts transferred to
the TDIF are to be distributed between the TCRP, the STIP, PTA, and local subventions
according to the schedule for the TIF transfers they replace.

The Public Transportation Account (PTA) was designated by Proposition 116 in
1990 as a trust fund available only for planning and mass transportation purposes.
Under the terms of Proposition 116, the Legislature may use PTA funds only for
purposes that further this intent. That has not, however, precluded the diversion of
revenues before they reach the PTA. Under statute, the PTA receives revenue from four
primary sources: (1) the “spillover” transfer described above; (2) the sales tax on diesel
fuel, (3) the additional sales tax attributable to the gasoline tax increase approved by
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voters in 1990, and (4) the transfer from the TIF and TDIF described above. The STIP
receives the portion of PTA revenue that remains after the funding of various non-STIP
appropriations, including the formula-based State Transit Assistance program, state rail
operations and planning. STIP revenues from the PTA may be used only for mass
transportation capital projects, including vehicles and including intercity rail projects
and short line railroad rehabilitation.

Fund Estimate Assumptions:

Available programming capacity is determined in the fund estimate by estimating available
revenues and deducting current commitments against those revenues. The methodology
and assumptions used in the 2006 STIP fund estimate were initially reviewed in April 2005
and approved by the Commission in May. After Caltrans presented its draft fund estimate
in July and before the adoption in September, the assumptions were updated to take into
account the Commission’s approval of a schedule of transfers to the Toll Bridge Seismic
Retrofit Program under AB 144 (2005) and to take into account the passage of the federal
transportation reauthorization act (SAFETEA-LU).

“Programming capacity” does not represent cash. It represents the level of programming
commitments that the Commission may make to projects for each year within the STIP
period. For example, cash will be required in one year to meet commitments made in a
prior year, and a commitment made this year may require the cash over a period of years.
The fund estimate methodology uses a ‘“cash flow allocation basis,” which schedules
funding capacity based upon cash flow requirements and reflects the method used to
manage the allocation of capital projects.

The fund estimate was developed on the basis of existing statute, including the 2005-06
budget and AB 144 (2005), and the new federal reauthorization act. The fund estimate
assumed that all annual Proposition 42 TIF transfers will be made as prescribed in statute,
that the TDIF transfers will be made as prescribed in statute, that all PTA spillover transfers
will be made as prescribed in statute, and that tribal gaming bond revenues will be available
as prescribed in statute and the 2005-06 budget. Otherwise, the fund estimate assumed
generally that future revenue from current sources will follow current trends and that
commitments for state operations will be consistent with the current budget and trends.



STIP PROPOSALS

The Commission may include in the STIP only projects that have been nominated by a
regional agency in its regional transportation improvement program (RTIP) or by Caltrans
in its interregional transportation improvement program (ITIP). For the 2006 STIP, those
RTIPs and the ITIP were due to the Commission by January 30, 2006. RTIPs were
received for every county except Mariposa.

The ITIP and the RTIPs received generally were consistent with the Commission’s
guidelines and the targets established in the fund estimate. However, the funding
restrictions governing the STIP are inconsistent with the STIP needs that were identified.

The greatest difficulty facing the Commission in the development and adoption of the 2006
STIP is that the level of highway and road projects proposed far exceeds our restricted
funding capacity. Against the new capacity of $455 million identified in the fund estimate,
the Commission received proposals for $1.23 billion, including cost increases and new
projects. On the rail and transit side, the Commission received proposals for $625 million
against the $1.355 billion in new capacity. For the Transportation Enhancement (TE), the
proposals were a much closer match, $120 million in proposals against $116 million in
capacity.

This disparity between proposals and funding does not mean that regional agencies or
Caltrans did anything wrong in preparing their proposals. They did as the Commission
asked. They identified highway and transit proposals without constraint within overall
targets. It does mean that STIP funding restrictions do not match the needs being
identified. As a practical matter, it means that the Commission’s adoption must leave about
$780 million in highway proposals out of the STIP while $730 million in rail and transit
capacity will remain unprogrammed, subject to future STIP amendments.

In any case, it remains to be seen whether the estimated revenues on which the STIP is
based will actually be provided, suspended, delayed, or augmented.
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RECOMMENDED STIP ACTIONS

Staff recommends the adoption of the 2006 STIP to include the specific projects and
schedules as shown in the spreadsheets at the end of this document and as further described
in the following narrative. These recommendations identify specific project components
and costs to be programmed for each year of the 2006 STIP. The recommendations are
based primarily on:

. the yearly program capacity identified in the adopted STIP fund estimate for each of
the three STIP funding categories: (1) highways and roads, (2) rail and transit, and
(3) transportation enhancements;

o the annual highways and roads reprogramming targets identified in the fund estimate
for each county and for the interregional program;

J the annual transportation enhancement targets identified in the fund estimate for each
county and for the interregional program;

J project priorities and scheduling recommended by regional agencies in their regional
transportation improvement programs (RTIPs) and by Caltrans in its interregional
transportation improvement program (ITIP);

o the delivery status and deliverability of individual projects; and

o Commission policies as expressed in the STIP guidelines.

Highway and Road Projects

The staff recommendation includes $3.82 billion in highway and road projects for the STIP
period, including all STIP projects not eligible for either PTA or TE funding. This would
program up to the full fund estimate capacity. This figure does not include remaining
projects from 2005-06 or prior commitments for GARVEE debt service or AB 3090 cash
reimbursements.

With about $1.22 billion in new project proposals, this meant holding new highway and
road programming in most counties to less than 20% of the fund estimate target for
highways and transit combined. For 16 counties, another factor was programming to the
minimum needed to meet the prior county share, as identified in the fund estimate.

As specified in the Commission’s guidance, the staff recommendation generally gives first
priority to projects carried forward from the 2004 STIP, including cost increases for those
projects, provided that this is consistent with available capacity and the fund estimate
targets. In a few counties, the staff recommendation would delete projects from the 2004
STIP project in order to accommodate cost increases on other projects.

The staff recommendation does include some new projects and project components, either
where the minimum needed to meet the prior county share required it or where the region or
Caltrans proposed project deletions to create capacity for it. The staff recommendations for
deleting projects from the prior STIP and the programming of new projects follow regional
priorities where they were known and where capacity allowed.

The recommendation excludes $780 million in project proposals. Of the amount excluded,
$592 million was for new projects or project components, $160 million represents the
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deletion of projects from the 2004 STIP or the exclusion of proposed cost increases for
prior projects, and $28 million is for the deletion of AB 3090 replacement project reserves
that were not designated for a specific project in the 2006 RTIPs.

The staff recommendation also includes the respreading of highway projects across fiscal
years to match statewide highway capacity for each year.

Rail and Transit Projects

The staff recommendation includes all projects proposed in the ITIP or an RTIP that are
eligible for Public Transportation Account funding, a total of $1.009 billion, including both
new projects and projects carried forward from the 2004 STIP. This leaves $730 million in
fund estimate capacity yet unprogrammed, mostly in the final two years of the STIP. Given
the STIP capacity and the levels proposed in the RTIPs and ITIP, no rail or transit project
need be delayed from the year for which it was proposed. Among the major new projects
that would be added to the STIP are:

Los Angeles, Exposition light rail corridor, $315 million, 2007-08.

Orange, bus rapid transit equipment and infrastructure, $125 million, 2008-09.
Sacramento, replace buses, $38.5 million, 2006-07.

Riverside, Perris Valley commuter rail, $30 million, 2008-09.

Orange, Irvine transportation center parking expansion, $20 million, 2006-07.

The following table displays the proposed programming against capacity:

Public Transportation Account (PTA) Programming and Capacity

($ millions)
Total 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Capacity $1,739 504 320 320 310 285
Projects Proposed 1,009 207 542 240 12 7
Balance by Year 730 297 -222 80 298 278
Cumulative Balance 75 155 453 730

Thus $75 million in capacity remains for the first two years of the 2006 STIP and another
$80 million for 2008-09. These amounts will remain available for programming by STIP
amendment.

Transportation Enhancement Projects

The staff recommendation includes $344.5 million in Transportation Enhancement (TE)
projects, about $4.4 million short of the fund estimate capacity. The total includes $167.1
million in specific TE projects and another $177.4 million in undesignated regional TE
reserves.

The recommendation excludes three proposed projects. One regional TE project for $3
million was excluded because it is tied to a non-enhancement project that is excluded from
the staff recommendation (the Bradley Overhead in Merced County). One project for $924
thousand was excluded because it would be eligible and more appropriate for Public
Transportation Account funding (the Sacramento State tram project in Sacramento). One
interregional TE project for $4.8 million was excluded because including it would cause the
interregional program to exceed the statutory maximum for interregional projects in the
urbanized areas of the South county group.
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The staff recommendation would reschedule some TE projects and reserves to later fiscal
years than proposed in the RTIPs and ITIP. TE projects tied to the implementation of non-
TE projects are rescheduled to be consistent with the recommendation for the other project.
Other projects and reserves are rescheduled to bring total TE programming within statewide
TE capacity. The rescheduling was done using the following general methodology:

e TE reserves were first rescheduled so that the sum of a county’s specific projects
and TE reserves did not exceed its cumulative target for each year.

e Specific projects were rescheduled from RTIP/ITIP proposals as needed to meet
statewide targets. Generally, projects or project components that were new to the
STIP were rescheduled before projects carried forward from the 2004 STIP. Where
regions had identified other project priorities, these were honored. The MTC
counties and SACOG counties were treated as one for this purpose.

e Finally, an additional adjustment was made in the scheduling of TE reserves to
bring statewide programming within capacity. This adjustment delayed $10.6
million in reserves (about 26%) from 2007-08 to 2008-09 and about $9.0 million
(27%) from 2008-09 to 2009-10.

Limitations on Planning, Programming, and Monitoring

Under state programming law, a regional agency may request and receive a portion of its
county share for project planning, programming, and monitoring (PPM). For agencies
receiving Federal metropolitan planning funds, the limit is 1% of the county share. For all
others, it is 5% of the county share. The dollar value of these limits for each county was
identified in the adopted fund estimate.

The RTIPs for two counties included proposed PPM programming that exceeded the
statutory limits: Shasta and Sierra. For each of these counties, the staff recommendation
reduces PPM programming to the statutory limit identified in the fund estimate.

Mariposa County

Mariposa County has not yet submitted an RTIP for 2006. Commission staff recommends
that all STIP programming and allocations for Mariposa County beyond 2005-06 be
suspended pending the submission of the RTIP by the Mariposa County Local
Transportation Commission and subsequent amendment of the STIP by the California
Transportation Commission. Current programming for Mariposa County over the three-
year period from 2006-07 through 2008-09 is $3.167 million, which includes $20,000 for
PPM in 2006-07 only. The remainder is for 9 local road rehabilitation projects.

The 2006 STIP fund estimate included a target of $4 million for Mariposa County, and the
prior commitments for the current STIP include funding through right-of-way for a Caltrans
project on Route 49 to replace a bridge and realign an intersection with the Old Highway.
Caltrans has identified the programming of construction to complete the project as a State
highway need within the county, and the failure of the Mariposa County LTC to develop
and adopt an RTIP has precluded meeting that need or closing the project.

The new RTIP should specifically address any need to program PPM funding for years
beyond 2006-07 and address the need and priority for completing the Route 49 project.
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Performance Measures

Section 19 of the 2006 STIP Guidelines, “Criteria for Measuring Performance and Cost-
Effectiveness”, states, “Each RTIP and the ITIP submitted to the Commission will be
accompanied by a report on its performance and cost-effectiveness.” For the 2006 STIP,
the regions and Caltrans had the option of providing quantitative or qualitative performance
evaluations. In many instances regions provided both. While there has been some
confusion as to how important performance measures would be for the 2006 STIP, the
Commission’s guidelines are clear that a performance measure report is to be a part of the
STIP submittal.

The Caltrans ITIP and the RTIPs for 38 counties complied with Section 19 guidelines.
Twenty-one regional agencies did not comply with the Section 19 guidelines, 15 of which
included programming new projects in their RTIP submittals. While regions varied in
whether they submitted quantitative or qualitative performance evaluations, the regions
represented all areas of the state and varied in the size of their programming targets.

The 21 regional agencies that have not submitted a performance measure report are: Butte,
Colusa, Fresno, Humboldt, Imperial, Inyo, Kings, Lake, Mariposa, Mendocino, Mono,
Placer, San Benito, San Joaquin, Shasta, Sierra, Stanislaus, Tahoe (TRPA), Tehama, Tulare,
and Tuolumne.

The staff recommendation would be to consider the submittals from these agencies as
incomplete until performance measure reports are submitted. In order to determine how the
entire STIP could be programmed, staff has incorporated the programming submittals in its
overall draft recommendations. However, staff would recommend that the Commission
withhold allocations to any agency that has not submitted a performance measure report by
the beginning of the 2006-07 fiscal year, when the 2006 STIP would become effective.

Compliance with Statutory Mandates, Interregional Program

The 25% interregional program is not constrained by county shares. By law, however, the
program must comply with the following constraints, applied to the net new programming
for each STIP:

e 60% of the program shall be programmed for improvements to State highways that are
specified in statute as part of the interregional road system and are outside urbanized
areas with over 50,000 population, and for intercity rail improvements.

o Of this amount, at least 15% (9% of the interregional program) shall be
programmed for intercity rail improvements, including grade separation
projects.

e 40% of the program may be programmed to transportation improvement projects to
facilitate interregional movement of people and goods, including State highway,
intercity passenger rail, mass transit guideway, or grade separation projects. These
projects may be in either urbanized or nonurbanized areas.

o Of this amount, 60% (24% of the program) must be in the 13 counties of the
South.

o Of this amount, 40% (16% of the program) must be in the North counties.
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The statutory restrictions may be reduced to three simple constraints:

o At least 9% of the program must be programmed for intercity rail and grade separation
projects.

e No more than 24% of the program may be for projects in South urbanized areas or for
other South area projects not part of the interregional road system (but excluding
intercity rail and grade separation projects).

e No more than 16% of the program may be for projects in North urbanized areas or for
other North area projects not part of the interregional road system (but excluding
intercity rail and grade separation projects).

The following table summarizes the ITIP projects included in the staff recommendation
according to these categories:

INTERREGIONAL PROGRAM BY STATUTORY CATEGORY

($1,000’s)
Amount Percent Test
Intercity rail and grade separations $33,425 12.1% 9% minimum
North counties, urbanized, non-interregional roads 6,382 2.3% 16% maximum
South counties, urbanized, non-interregional roads 54,821 19.9% 24% maximum
Interregional roads, nonurbanized 180,871 65.7%
Total $275,499 100.0%

These figures include $23.217 million in interregional TE projects. Those projects that
are in urbanized areas or otherwise not on the interregional road system or intercity rail
include $1.365 million (5.9%) in the North county group and $4.512 million (19.9%) in
the South county group.
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UNCERTAINTIES FOR FUTURE FUNDING ALLOCATIONS

The STIP proposed in these staff recommendations would be consistent with the adopted
fund estimate, as required by statute. Funding conditions may change from the assumptions
made in the fund estimate, however, and the Commission will need to continue to monitor
those conditions to determine its ability to allocate funding to STIP projects. If available
funding is less than was assumed in the fund estimate, the Commission may be forced to
delay or restrict allocations through the continuing use of interim allocation plans. On the
other hand, if available funding proves to be greater than was assumed in the fund estimate,
it may be possible to allocate funding to some projects sooner than the year programmed.

As outlined in the Commission’s 2005 Annual Report to the California Legislature, the
STIP no longer has any stable and reliable source of funding. Current revenues to the State
Highway Account are no longer sufficient to support maintenance and operating costs for
the State highway system and the safety and rehabilitation projects of the State Highway
Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP). None remain for the STIP. The only State
Highway Account revenues projected to be available for the STIP are repayments of prior
loans with the proceeds of tribal gaming bonds.

Except for the TE program, the STIP is now almost entirely dependent on revenues made
available through year-to-year discretionary actions taken through the state budget process
and on proceeds from tribal gaming bonds that are on hold pending the resolution of
litigation. These STIP revenues include annual transfers to the Transportation Investment
Fund (TIF), which are subject to annual suspension under Proposition 42); the repayment of
prior Proposition 42 suspensions; and transfers to the Public Transportation Account. PTA
transfers include both spillover transfers from the Retail Sales and Use Tax Fund and
Proposition 42 transfers from the TIF.

The uncertainty of STIP funding is further complicated by recent proposals under
consideration by the Governor and the Legislature for new infrastructure bonding. Should
the STIP funding picture change substantially and become more certain within the coming
year, Commission staff would recommend the adoption of a new fund estimate and the
commencement of a new programming process, as was last done in 1999. Under statute,
the Commission may not amend the STIP to incorporate new funding without amending the
fund estimate and receiving updated RTIPs and an updated ITIP.
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APPENDIX TO STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS
SUMMARY TABLES

The tables on the following pages are included with these recommendations for information
and reference. They include four statewide summary tables and separate project listings for
each of the 59 county shares and interregional share.

The four statewide summary tables are:

Staff Recommendation by County and Year — Highway/Roads

Staff Recommendation by County and Year - Transit

Staff Recommendation by County and Year — Enhancements (TE)

Staff Recommendation (Excluding TE) — Net New Programming Compared to
Fund Estimate Targets

The project listings include the counties in alphabetical order, followed by the interregional
program. For each county and the interregional program, the project listings include:

o Prior Commitments (Not Part of Target). This refers to programmed project
components that were assumed not to be subject to reprogramming in the 2006 STIP.
The costs of these components were not used in the calculation of fund estimate
targets.

o Highway Programming Recommended. This refers to highway and other projects
not eligible for TE or PTA funding that CTC staff recommends for programming in
the 2006 STIP. It includes, as noted, cost increases (and decreases) for prior
commitment projects, including those voted since the adoption of the fund estimate.
It also includes credits for projects programmed for 2005-06 that have been funded
with non-STIP funds and are now to be deleted. The notation NEW indicates a
project would be new to the STIP. The notation ADD indicates a project component
(e.g., construction) that would be added to the STIP, where earlier components were
already programmed. A single project may have costs listed under both the prior
commitments and under programming recommended. The two must be added to
determine the total cost. Shading indicates the year a project is now programmed in
the 2004 STIP. The table at the end of the project listing compares the recommended
highway programming against the amount of highway programming from the 2004
STIP, including the fund estimate highway reprogramming targets for the first four
years.

o Rail and Transit Programming Recommended. This refers to rail and transit
projects eligible for Public Transportation Account (PTA) funding that CTC staff
recommends for programming in the 2006 STIP. The table at the end of the project
listing compares the recommended rail and transit programming against the amount
of rail and transit programming from the 2004 STIP, thus identifying the net new rail
and transit programming.

o Enhancement (TE) Programming Recommended. This refers to projects that are
eligible for funding from federal Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds that CTC
staff recommends for programming in the 2006 STIP. It includes both specific
projects and undesignated TE reserves. The table at the end of the project listing
compares the recommended TE programming against the fund estimate TE target by
year.
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2006 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATION
HIGHWAY AND ROAD PROJECTS

($1,000's)
Totals by Year Project Totals by Component

County Total Prior 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 RIW Const E&P PS&E| R/MW Sup| Con Sup|
Alameda 66,025 (63) 221 29,098 | 11,458 14,371 10,940 5,927 58,316 0 651 0 1,131
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 26,095 5,850 | 16,461 140 3,170 235 239 2,520 15,944 3,429 1,447 319 2,436
Butte 16,842 (893) 63 8,500 9,052 60 60 (2,478) 15,324 728 301 500 2,467
Colusa 3,002 0 170 2,363 469 0 0 0 2,980 0 22 0 0
Contra Costa 34,351 0 179 | 22,215 | 10,241 203 1,513 5,589 23,452 0 3,310 0 2,000
Del Norte 1,426 0 0 0 118 1,258 50 21 1,308 13 84 0 0
El Dorado LTC 14,507 2,331 100 100 | 11,590 386 0 (1,400) 17,284 (776) (601) 0 0
Fresno 77,725 8,047 8,360 115 216 60,771 216 4,613 59,449 0 4,281 3,602 5,780
Glenn 4,242 0 115 1,206 1,561 1,360 0 39 4,138 21 44 0 0
Humboldt 24,504 3,616 372 | 10,991 7,518 1,867 140 3,054 16,743 1,736 2,831 140 0
Imperial 45,322 5,854 (605) 1,682 | 38,391 0 0 7,054 34,246 0 0 0 4,022
Inyo 52,667 0 4,764 | 33,991 12,412 1,400 100 50 47,609 255 380 0 4,373
Kern 148,116 (1,575)| 12,325 | 53,000 | 41,801 283 | 42,282 4,500 144,988 (865) (710) 0 203
Kings 17,309 1,468 1,120 75 1,165 486 12,995 0 11,518 1,120 2,231 813 1,627
Lake 12,743 1,236 67 161 515 320 10,444 7,190 2,840 1,190 615 908 0
Lassen 10,396 125 1,045 1,289 7,687 100 150 316 9,173 308 329 115 155
Los Angeles 467,934 || (41,412)] 50,531 | 156,547 | 257,221 40,429 4,618 || (42,313) 402,395 0 4,284 1,810 | 101,758
Madera 7,608 0 112 4,327 38 1,793 1,338 300 6,808 0 0 0 500
Marin 34,170 8,708 7,515 2,243 2,259 13,386 59 10,326 21,644 0 2,200 0 0
Mariposa 3,509 0 685 1,444 819 98 463 0 3,429 0 80 0 0
Mendocino 43,231 14,012 200 3,822 3,942 3,870 17,385 14,772 27,679 485 295 0 0
Merced 12,001 11,708 26 60 69 69 69 0 10,209 680 1,112 0 0
Modoc 5,105 (70) 54 171 2,122 1,001 1,827 0 4,834 75 196 0 0
Mono 27,433 0 1,633 | 14,005 8,794 322 2,679 86 26,023 20 305 0 999
Monterey 86,017 || (14,500) 5,705 6,037 | 13,879 74,341 555 6,066 85,407 | (9,225) (71) 840 3,000
Napa 8,863 3,746 796 4,211 36 37 37 0 4,581 0 4,200 0 82
Nevada 20,275 0 85 4,669 | 12,365 3,061 95 6,984 11,376 0 0 1,400 515
Orange 133,468 60,279 1,531 1,531 38,525 7,197 24,405 9,623 103,347 858 6,119 3,121 | 10,400
Placer TPA 79,814 10,000 150 75 7,507 100 61,982 10,000 63,343 0 0 0 6,471
Plumas 7,592 0 922 48 2,750 0 3,872 48 7,529 15 0 0 0
Riverside 102,447 (3.243)| 10,576 | 62,113 | 20,295 12,706 0 35,521 68,868 0] (12,970)] 3,100 7,928
Sacramento 3415 (5,538) 1,343 5,251 1,886 237 236 5,108 (3.230)| (1,213)[ 2,750 0 0
San Benito 1,076 0 53 53 910 60 0 0 1,076 0 0 0 0
San Bernardino 271,686 (3.410)| 57,666 | 97,278 | 80,007 24,103 16,042 0 237,110 (285)] (3,125) 0| 37,986
San Diego 145,970 || (10,531) 7,334 334 6,680 75,055 67,098 68,920 59,588 (303) 742 5,505 | 11,518
San Francisco 13,007 0 113 114 159 210 12,411 10,101 856 0 50 2,000 0
San Joaquin 34,500 2,954 755 7,732 299 22,619 141 247 30,245 1,708 1,023 (107)] 1,384
San Luis Obispo 45,495 3,925 4,607 | 18,303 776 17,792 92 212 39,945 0 678 464 4,196
San Mateo 56,839 0 116 2,237 | 29,981 164 24,341 534 50,337 (53)] (1,482) 0 7,503
Santa Barbara 91,005 (7.,147) 6,209 | 61,238 | 15,383 719 14,603 3,581 80,349 830 4,777 11 1,457
Santa Clara 38,383 0 508 260 8,921 18,246 10,448 1,115 32,827 248 869 8 3,316
Santa Cruz 12,899 819 232 4,058 612 150 7,028 182 12,717 0 0 0 0
Shasta 26,626 (574) 1,727 70 | 25,403 0 0 (436) 25,558 0 0 0 1,504
Sierra 2,980 0 42 418 54 214 2,252 59 2,604 217 100 0 0
Siskiyou 16,005 0 2,684 6,602 1,299 725 4,695 2 15,413 350 240 0 0
Solano 40,692 0 509 | 13,880 | 22,388 96 3,819 2,400 38,292 0 0 0 0
Sonoma 72,385 10,123 41 9,747 | 13,407 36,520 2,547 0 54,845 20 2,400 30 | 15,090
Stanislaus 57,754 33,737 40 | 18,134 30 0 5,813 30,852 21,494 664 1,094 1,300 2,350
Sutter 19,989 2,232 13 4,213 | 13,488 21 22 2,246 14,466 (644)] 1,000 0 2,921
Tahoe RPA 777 (1,426) 2,203 0 0 0 0 116 92 0 0 569 0
Tehama 6,110 (2,109) 1,893 3,299 2,699 164 164 1,277 2,413 73 1,771 576 0
Trinity 15,784 0 964 8,285 6,120 400 15 1,528 13,300 410 333 24 189
Tulare 47,830 (2,873) 0| 23,021 17,546 8,373 1,763 1,864 43,031 0 1,178 0 1,757
Tuolumne 5,309 0 4,835 72 134 134 134 3,174 545 90 0 1,500 0
Ventura 70,292 10,936 | 58,176 295 295 295 295 33 65,935 0 0 41 4,283
Yolo 22,351 (368) 1,568 30 130 46 20,945 141 17,988 (168) 500 65 3,825
Yuba 6,969 (1,920) 10 1,765 448 17 6,649 0 5,489 (644) (76) 0 2,200

Regional 2,720,867 || 104,054 | 278,919 | 712,918 | 777,040 | 447,870 | 400,066 || 221,664 2,176,069 1,367 | 35,787 | 28,654 | 257,326
Interregional 1,099,041 || 106,366 | 50,963 | 192,515 | 219,280 | 226,793 | 303,124 85,551 891,295 | 13,281 4,492 | 22,616 | 81,806
TOTAL 3,819,908 || 210,420 | 329,882 | 905,433 | 996,320 | 674,663 | 703,190 || 307,215 3,067,364 | 14,648 | 40,279 | 51,270 | 339,132
[Fund Estimate Target [3,822,691 | [ 546,531 | 904,576 | 999,874 | 670,501 | 701,209 |
Cumulative Proposed 210,420 | 540,302 |1,445,735 |2,442,055 | 3,116,718 | 3,819,908
Cumulative Fund Est Target 0 | 546,531 |1,451,107 (2,450,981 | 3,121,482 | 3,822,691
Cumulative Under (Over) Target (210,420) 6,229 5,372 8,926 4,764 2,783

Note: This summary excludes TE projects, PTA-eligible projects, and AB 3090 and GARVEE debt service commitments.
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2006 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATION
PTA-ELIGIBLE RAIL AND TRANSIT PROJECTS

($1,000's)
Totals by Year Project Totals by Component

County Total Prior 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W Const E&P PS&E
Alameda 76,178 0 24,192 47,876 4,110 0 0 0 73,230 0 2,948
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Butte 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Colusa 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Contra Costa 24,350 0 7,550 9,750 7,050 0 0 5,500 16,600 250 2,000
Del Norte 360 0 0 0 0 0 360 0 360 0 0
El Dorado LTC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fresno 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Glenn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Humboldt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Imperial 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Inyo 250 0 125 0 125 0 0 0 250 0 0
Kern 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lake 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lassen 560 0 0 0 0 200 360 0 560 0 0
Los Angeles 350,352 0 29,665| 320,687 0 0 0 0| 350,352 0 0
Madera 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Marin 3,000 0 150 350 2,500 0 0 2,500 0 150 350
Mariposa 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mendocino 1,000 0 459 361 180 0 0 0 1,000 0 0
Merced 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Modoc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mono 213 0 0 105 0 108 0 0 213 0 0
Monterey 4,500 0 1,500 3,000 0 0 0 0 3,000 0 1,500
Napa 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nevada 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Orange 176,700 0 25,000 28,010| 117,190 6,500 0 1,974 161,916 4,000 8,810
Placer TPA 3,000 0 0 0 3,000 0 0 0 3,000 0 0
Plumas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Riverside 30,000 0 0 0 30,000 0 0 0 30,000 0 0
Sacramento 55,042 0| 49,085 4,307 1,650 0 0 0 50,735 0 4,307
San Benito 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
San Bernardino 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
San Diego 5,254 0 0 0 5,254 0 0 0 0 0 5,254
San Francisco 22,759 0 3,391 1,000 18,368 0 0 3,391 19,368 0 0
San Joaquin 4,612 0 3,612 1,000 0 0 0 0 4,612 0 0
San Luis Obispo 3,032 0 1,350 1,182 500 0 0 0 3,032 0 0
San Mateo 9,103 0 0 9,103 0 0 0 0 9,103 0 0
Santa Barbara 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Santa Clara 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Santa Cruz 10,500 0 10,000 500 0 0 0 10,000 500 0 0
Shasta 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sierra 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Siskiyou 1,850 0 1,850 0 0 0 0 0 1,850 0 0
Solano 16,271 0 4,743 0 6,528 0 5,000 0 15,728 0 543
Sonoma 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Stanislaus 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sutter 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tahoe RPA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tehama 1,800 0 0 1,800 0 0 0 0 1,800 0 0
Trinity 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tulare 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tuolumne 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ventura 7,500 0 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 0 7,500 0 0
Yolo 2,250 0 1,000 1,250 0 0 0 0 0 1,000 1,250
Yuba 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Statewide Regional 810,436 0| 165,172| 431,781| 197,955 8,308 7,220 23,365| 754,709 5,400 26,962
Interregional 198,247 0| 41,947| 110,431 42,472 3,397 0 18,110 175,024 1,105 4,008
TOTAL 1,008,683 0| 207,119| 542,212| 240,427| 11,705 7,220 41,475| 929,733 6,505 30,970
Fund Estimate Target 504,000 | 320,000 | 320,000 | 310,000 | 285,000

Under (over) fund estimate 0 | 296,881 | (222,212)| 79,573 | 298,295 | 277,780

Cumulative under (over) fund estimate 0 | 296,881 74,669 | 154,242 | 452,537 | 730,317
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2006 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATION

TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT (TE) PROJECTS

($1,000's)
Program TE Programming Totals by Year

County Total Prior 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11
Alameda 8,914 0 2,000 811 1,770 2,410 1,923
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 2,407 0 995 192 369 484 367
Butte 1,119 0 0 400 0 400 319
Colusa 192 0 57 74 36 25 0
Contra Costa 6,326 0 0 2,201 1,313 1,566 1,246
Del Norte 453 0 453 0 0 0 0
El Dorado LTC 1,099 0 899 200 0 0 0
Fresno 6,159 0 781 1,006 1,378 1,665 1,329
Glenn 455 0 0 0 186 166 103
Humboldt 1,726 0 219 282 386 467 372
Imperial 1,018 0 0 0 0 396 622
Inyo 2,388 0 346 332 741 569 400
Kern 7,223 0 1,863 925 1,844 1,164 1,427
Kings 200 0 0 149 51 0 0
Lake 1,037 0 154 129 493 130 131
Lassen 1,096 0 139 179 245 296 237
Los Angeles 56,467 0 15,700 6,509 10,686 11,785 11,787
Madera 413 0 88 186 0 139 0
Marin 2,432 0 0 0 2,432 0 0
Mariposa 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mendocino 2,757 0 914 1,245 0 398 200
Merced 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Modoc 206 0 0 0 0 0 206
Mono 3,757 0 119 2,976 0 25 637
Monterey 4,475 0 500 3,475 0 0 500
Napa 1,669 0 312 414 352 365 226
Nevada 1,458 0 0 223 296 481 458
Orange 16,476 0 2,088 2,694 3,686 4,454 3,554
Placer TPA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Plumas 737 (30) 0 501 0 0 266
Riverside 18,815 0 1,209 6,378 4,578 4,106 2,544
Sacramento 12,699 0 3,239 2,043 3,515 1,902 2,000
San Benito 100 0 0 74 26 0 0
San Bernardino 15,348 0 1,945 2,509 3,433 4,150 3,311
San Diego 22,964 0 6,026 3,170 4,383 5,510 3,875
San Francisco 5,629 0 276 1,823 1,176 1,371 983
San Joaquin 3,448 375 94 620 376 0 1,983
San Luis Obispo 4,780 0 1,500 0 0 1,000 2,280
San Mateo 7,073 0 0 2,646 1,836 1,579 1,012
Santa Barbara 4,375 0 1,690 351 1,215 635 484
Santa Clara 14,649 0 3,700 2,484 2,842 3,372 2,251
Santa Cruz 4,256 0 0 1,811 0 640 1,805
Shasta 3,230 0 0 1,730 1,500 0 0
Sierra 95 0 95 0 0 0 0
Siskiyou 1,573 0 1,184 0 0 110 279
Solano 2,736 0 0 705 701 740 590
Sonoma 5,328 0 937 964 1,398 1,309 720
Stanislaus 2,753 0 492 434 600 558 669
Sutter 700 0 0 0 700 0 0
Tahoe RPA 745 0 226 120 135 163 101
Tehama 354 7 0 60 287 0 0
Trinity 1,073 0 0 0 542 386 145
Tulare 4,796 0 529 2,218 309 832 908
Tuolumne 922 0 191 150 189 227 165
Ventura 8,499 0 685 2,873 1,956 1,820 1,165
Yolo 650 0 0 0 650 0 0
Yuba 350 0 0 25 325 0 0
Statewide Regional 280,599 352 51,645 58,291 58,936 57,795 53,580
Interregional 63,886 2,277 5,396 18,933 11,682 12,894 12,704
TOTAL RECOMMENDED 344,485 2,629 57,041 77,224 70,618 70,689 66,284
STATEWIDE TE TARGET 67,007 69,957 70,624 70,624 70,624

Under (Over) Target (2,629) 9,966 (7,267) 6 (65) 4,340

Cumulative Under (Over) TE Target (2,629) 7,337 70 76 11 4,351
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR 2006 STIP (Excluding TE)
Net New Programming Compared to 2006 STIP Fund Estimate

($1,000's)
2006 RTIP/ITIP Net New Pr ing 2006 Fund Estimate Amounts (Non-TE) TIF Pct
County TIF (Roads)| PTA (Transit)) Total Non-TE Minimum| Target Maximum of Target|
Alameda (4,133) 21,000 16,867 0 25,930 48,778 -15.9%
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 13,910 0 13,910 0 10,897 14,765 127.6%
Butte 1,571 0 1,571 0 13,332 17,701 11.8%
Colusa 0 0 0 797 5,365 6,517 0.0%
Contra Costa (1,167) 5,050 3,883 0 47,883 62,692 -2.4%
Del Norte 285 360 645 0 3,162 4,264 9.0%
El Dorado LTC (5,535) 0 (5,535) 0 0 0
Fresno 0 0 0 0 0 0
Glenn (78) 0 (78) 0 3,041 4,270 -2.6%
Humboldt 6,314 0 6,314 7,081 26,585 31,007 23.8%
Imperial 40,235 0 40,235 13,898 43,201 50,588 93.1%
Inyo 2,373 0 2,373 0 15,171 21,168 15.6%
Kern 9,949 0 9,949 0 40,098 60,762 24.8%
Kings 3,963 0 3,963 0 9,473 12,572 41.8%
Lake 9,460 0 9,460 9,699 17,207 19,100 55.0%
Lassen (560) 560 0 0 11,139 13,951 -5.0%
Los Angeles 2,322 314,653 316,975 0 314,653 454,703 0.7%
Madera 3,767 0 3,767 3,490 14,972 17,778 25.2%
Marin 12,517 3,000 15,517 0 6,809 11,136 183.8%
Mariposa 342 0 342 0 3,081 5,126 8.6%
Mendocino 14,335 1,000 15,335 0 11,743 15,917 122.1%
Merced 1,975 0 1,975 1,326 22,060 27,102 9.0%
Modoc 3,070 0 3,070 2,792 6,679 8,172 46.0%
Mono 2,081 213 2,294 0 11,341 15,781 18.3%
Monterey (1,266) 0 (1,266) 0 15,673 23,785 -8.1%
Napa 3,834 0 3,834 11,004 21,640 24,322 17.7%
Nevada 0 0 0 0 0 0
Orange 63,953 145,875 209,828 114,466 283,729 325,958 22.5%
Placer TPA 0 0 0 0 0 0
Plumas 3,827 0 3,827 2,520 9,628 11,320 39.7%
Riverside 19,711 30,000 49,711 45,542 167,094 197,322 11.8%
Sacramento (14,301) 39,085 24,784 0 24,120 43,821 -59.3%
San Benito 225 0 225 0 5,546 7,016 4.1%
San Bernardino 9,319 0 9,319 0 73,426 112,767 12.7%
San Diego 439 0 439 0 3,740 49,786 11.7%
San Francisco (2,474) 3,391 917 0 10,320 21,996 -24.0%
San Joaquin (11,491) 3,612 (7,879) 0 20,401 30,672 -56.3%.
San Luis Obispo 2,835 3,032 5,867 0 30,301 38,557 9.4%
San Mateo 5,564 0 5,564 0 24,441 36,464 22.8%
Santa Barbara 8,790 (322) 8,468 2,160 39,574 49,007 22.2%
Santa Clara 5,343 0 5,343 0 0 23,447
Santa Cruz 3,081 500 3,581 0 18,789 23,488 16.4%
Shasta 4,765 0 4,765 0 10,554 15,329 45.1%
Sierra 2,742 0 2,742 1,706 6,010 6,806 45.6%
Siskiyou 4,352 1,850 6,202 0 12,253 15,569 35.5%
Solano 3,005 5,946 8,951 0 14,951 21,963 20.1%
Sonoma 10,762 0 10,762 0 0 2,936
Stanislaus 12,233 0 12,233 4,133 36,770 44,724 33.3%
Sutter 6,838 0 6,838 0 2,609 4,407 262.1%
Tahoe RPA (1,426) 0 (1,426) 711 5,957 7,154 -23.9%
Tehama (3,902) 1,800 (2,102) 0 7,791 10,188 -50.1%.
Trinity (238) 0 (238) 0 4,623 6,346 -5.1%
Tulare 2,070 0 2,070 0 36,483 46,192 5.7%
Tuolumne 2,547 0 2,547 0 3,869 5,829 65.8%
Ventura (1,430) 6,000 4,570 0 0 0
Yolo 16,603 0 16,603 410 15,861 19,690 104.7%
Yuba (3,060) 0 (3,060) 0 3,571 4,948 -85.7%
Regional 270,246 586,605 856,851 221,735 1,574,446 2,155,659 17.2%
Interregional 181,971 38,425 220,396 0 235,864 445,651 77.2%
TOTAL 452,217 625,030 1,077,247 221,735 1,810,310 2,601,310 25.0%
[TOTAL FUND ESTIMATE | 455,000 | 1,355,310 | 1,810,310 |
[Difference: [ (2,783)] (730,280)] (733,063)]
[MTC | 33,251 | 38,387 | 71,638 || 11,004 | 151,974 | 253,734 ]| 21.9%)|
[SACOG [ 6,080 | 39,085 | 45,165 || 410 | 46,161 | 72,866 || 13.2%]

Note: This summary excludes TE projects and AB 3090 and GARVEE debt service commitments.
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 16,867
Minimum 0
Target 25,930
Maximum 48,778
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 9,063
Alameda
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO| Project Voted Total Prior, 06-07, 07-08 08-09. 09-10 10-11 R/W: Constt E &P PS&E RWSup ConSup
MTC 2100 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Jul-05 110 110 0 0 0 0 0 0 110 0 0 0 0
MTC/ACCMA 2179 | |Planning, programming, and monitoring Jul-05 110 110 0 0 0 0 0 0 110 0 0 0 0
ACTA cash, 16R|/AB 3090 reimbursement (880 HOV)(04S-26) Aug-05 1,460 1,460 0 0 0 0 0 0/ 1,460 0 0 0 0
ACTA loc/ 16F| Rt 880 HOV, SCL Co Line-Alvarado/Niles Aug-05 10,340 | 10,340 0 0 0 0 0 0/ 10,340 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 80 69F| Emeryville, Ashby/Bay interchange, env 500 500 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 500 0 0 0
Caltrans 84| 1017 | Extend Dumbarton HOV Ins to Rt 880, R/W 935 935 0 0 0 0 0 250 0 280 375 30 0
Caltrans 84| 1018 HOV on ramp at Newark Bl, R'W 755 755 0 0 0 0 0 250 0 175 300 30 0
Caltrans 238 96A | Reconstruct, widen, Rt 580-Rt 880 (02 STIP) 6,846 6,846 0 0 0 0 0 225 0 1,704 4,640 277 0
Caltrans 580 117 ||Soundwall, Livermore,Vasco Rd-First St 804 804 0 0 0 0 0 131 0 127 544 2 0
Caltrans 580 139B| Rt 580 noise barrier, add to con 1,130 1,130 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 1,000 30 0
Caltrans 580 148A  Soundwall, Oakland EB, 14th Av-Ardley 122 122 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 73 10 0
Caltrans 880 42C| Broadway/Jackson interch, design 6,223 6,223 0 0 0 0 0 0 0, 3,608 2,615 0 0
Union City bus| 2110 Union City Intermodal Station (ext 3-06) 720 720 0 0 0 0 0 0 720 0 0 0 0
Caltrans cash| 16Q| AB 3090 reimbursement (880 HOV)(02S-74B) 25,037 0! 25,037 0 0 0 0 0| 25,037 0 0 0 0
MTC cash| 2100A | AB 3090 reimbursement (03-04 PPM)(02S-124) 86 0 86 0 0 0 0 0 86 0 0 0 0
Union City te| 2110 Union City Station, TE elements (ext 3-06) 5,307 5,307 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,307 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 60,485 35,362 25,123 0 0 0 0 956 43,170 6,433| 9,547 379 0
Caltrans 80 69N | Soundwall, Berkeley Aquatic Park 2,986 0 0 0 0 0 2,986 0 2,554 0 251 0 181
Caltrans 84| 81D| 4-In expwy, Rt 880-Rt 238 Mission BI 10,000 0 0 0 0/ 10,000 0 0/ 10,000 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 238 96A | Reconstruct, widen, Rt 580-Rt 880 (04S-69) 4,059 0 0 0 0/ 4,059 0 0| 4,059 0 0 0 0
ACCMA loc, 115A |Route 580 aux and HOV lanes (segment 1) 17,009 0 0 17,009 0 0 0 0, 17,009 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 580 117 ||Soundwall, Livermore,Vasco Rd-First St close -63 -63 0 0 0 0 0 -63 0 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 580 139B| Rt 580 noise barrier, add to con 5,877 0 0 5,877 0 0 0 0, 5,227 0 0 0 650
Caltrans 680 A157D | Sunol Grade SB, HOV, phase 3 (RIP) 7,246 0 0 0| 7,246 0 0 0| 7,246 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 880 16S | Landscaping, SCI Co Line-Alvarado/Niles (02S-74) 3,640 0 0 0 0 0, 3,640 0 2,940 0 400 0 300
Oakland loc 2009M | |Mandela Pkwy extension, widening, turn pockets 1,900 0 0 1,900 0 0 0 1,900 0 0 0 0 0
Oakland loc/ 1022 Rt 880 access at 42nd Av/High St, RIW 4,090 0 0/ 4,090 0 0 0 4,090 0 0 0 0 0
Alameda Co loc/ 2009L ||Vasco Rd safety improvements 3,900 0 0 0 3,900 0 0 0/ 3,900 0 0 0 0
Alameda (City) loc| 2009N || Tinker Av extension 4,000 0 0 0 0 0/ 4,000 0, 4,000 0 0 0 0
MTC 2100 | |Planning, programming, and monitoring 531 0 110 111 103 103 104 0 531 0 0 0 0
MTC/ACCMA 2179 | |Planning, programming, and monitoring 850 0 111 111 209 209 210 0 850 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 66,025 -63 221} 29,098 11,458 14,371| 10,940 5,927 58,316 0 651 0 113
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 70,158 16,098 | 16,506 3,780 | 24,818 8,956
Under (over) target 4,133 63 | 15,877 ((12,592)| (7,678)| 10,447 | (1,984)
Cumulative under (over) 63 | 15,940 3,348 | (4,330)| 6,117
Union City bus| 2110 Union City Intermodal Station 9,787 0, 9,787 0 0 0 0 0, 9,787 0 0 0 0
AC Transit bus| 2009A | Maintenance facilities & equipment upgrades 3,705 0! 3,705 0 0 0 0 0. 3,705 0 0 0 0
AC Transit bus| 2009B | Expand satellite-based tracking communications 1,000 0 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,000 0 0 0 0
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

California Transportation Commission

($1,000's)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO| Project Voted Total Prior, 06-07, 07-08 08-09. 09-10, 10-11 R/W: Constt E &P PS&E RWSup ConSup
AC Transit bus| 2009C | Berkeley/Oakland/San Leandro MIS study 2,700 0, 2,700 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,700 0 0
AC Transit bus| 2009D | Bus component rehabilitation 4,500 0 4,500 0 0 0 0 0 4,500 0 0 0 0
LAVTA bus| 2009K | Bus operating facility, phase 1 (land and lot) ADD 1,500 0. 1,500 0 0 0 0 0. 1,500 0 0 0 0
LAVTA bus| 2009K | Bus operating facility, phase 2 (buildings) 4,000 0 0 0 4,000 0 0 0! 4,000 0 0 0 0
Emeryville raill 2020 Emeryville terminal, parking garage (RTIP)(02S-87) 110 0 0 0 110 0 0 0 110 0 0 0 0
BART raill 2103 Oakland Airport connector guideway (RTIP) 38,000 0 0! 38,000 0 0 0 0! 38,000 0 0 0 0
BART rail BART station renovation NEW 3,248 0 0 3,248 0 0 0 0, 3,000 0 248 0 0
AC Transit bus| 2009l | Bus component rehabilitation NEW 6,628 0 0 6,628 0 0 0 0 6,628 0 0 0 0
AC Transit bus| 2009J | International/Telegraph rapid bus signal priority NEW 1,000 0. 1,000 0 0 0 0 0. 1,000 0 0 0 0
Total PTA-eligible Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 76,178 0 24192 47,876, 4,110 0 0 0 73,230 0 2948 0 0
PTA Programming, 2004 STIP 55,178 2,700 | 16,457 | 36,021 0 0
Under (over) 2004 STIP (21,000) 0 (21,492) (31,419)| 31,911 0 0
Cumulative under (over) 2004 STIP 0! (21,492)! (52,911)| (21,000)! (21,000)| (21,000)
Union City te| 2110 Union City Intermodal Station, enhancements NEW 2,000 0, 2,000 0 0 0 0 0, 2,000 0 0 0 0
MTC res 2100C| TE reserve 6,914 0 0 811 1,770, 2,410 1,923 0 6914 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 8,914 0 2,000 811 1,770, 2,410 1,923 0 8914 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 8,914 1,130 1,962 2,040 1,859 1,923
Under (over) target 0 0 (870); 1,151 270 (551) 0
Cumulative under (over) 0 (870) 281 551 0 0
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
ACCMA loc 115A Route 580 aux and HOV lanes (segment 2) SPLIT 9,000
Caltrans 24  57A Caldecott Tunnel 4th bore (RIP) NEW 5,000
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 13,910
Minimum 0
Target 10,897
Maximum 14,765
Under (Over) Non-TE Target (3,013)
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte! PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const E &P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
Alpine LTC A1950!|Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 30 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 0 0 0 0
Amador LTC B1950 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 80 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 0 0 0 0
Calaveras LTC C1950 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 85 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 85 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 88/ 2497 Amador, Pine Grove passing lane(04S-26) Jul-05 1,478 1,478 0 0 0 0 0 147 0 413 898 20 0
Caltrans 88| 2497 Amador, Pine Grove passing lane(04S-26) Jul-05 4,708 4,708 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,133 0 0 0 575
Calaveras LTC C1950 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Sep-05 85 85 0 0 0 0 0 0 85 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 4| 3067 |Calaveras, Wagon Trail Expressway, env closed 18 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0
Caltrans 88| 2454 Amador, Rt 88 Pine Grove improvs, env (6-03) closed 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
Caltrans 4| 304B |Calaveras, Angels Camp Bypass (RTIP) 8,112 8,112 0 0 0 0 0 3,656 0 1,184, 1,991 1,281 0
Amador LTC cash 24 |AB 3090 reimbursement (03-04 PPM)(02S-124) 80 0 80 0 0 0 0 0 80 0 0 0 0
Alpine LTC A1950!|Planning, programming, and monitoring Apr-06 30 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 0 0 0 0
Amador LTC B1950 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Dec-05 80 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 14,7911 14,711 80 0 0 0 0/ 3,803 4,603 1,620 2,889 1,301 575
Caltrans 88| 2497 Amador, Pine Grove passing lane (delegated supp) | Dec-05 1,094 1,094 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,094 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 4| 3294 |Calaveras, passing lane, w of Black Springs Rd (sup| Feb-06 40 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 4| 304B |Calaveras, Angels Camp Bypass (RTIP) incr, 16,320 4,716 11,604 0 0 0 0 2,520/ 9,304 494 1,383 319 2,300
Caltrans 49! 2130E | Sutter Creek Bypass env mitigation/#2130D incr 2,019 0 2,019 0 0 0 0 0 1,819 0 64 0 136
Caltrans 49| 2130F | |Sutter Creek Bypass, relinquish existing/#2130D 2,668 0 2,668 0 0 0 0 0 2,668 0 0 0 0
Amador LTC loc| 2454 /Amador, Rt 88 Pine Grove improvs, env (6-03) 1,775 0 0 0 1,775 0 0 0 0 1,775 0 0 0
Calaveras LTC loc| 3067 |Calaveras, Rt 4 Wagon Trail Expressway, env 1,160 0 0 0 1,160 0 0 0 0 1,160 0 0 0
Alpine LTC A1950!|Planning, programming, and monitoring 204 0 30 55 40 40 39 0 204 0 0 0 0
Amador LTC B1950 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 385 0 55 0 110 110 110 0 385 0 0 0 0
Calaveras LTC C1950 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 430 0 85 85 85 85 90 0 430 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 26,095 5,850 16,461 140 3,170 235 239 2,520 15,944 3,429 1,447 319] 2,436
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 12,185 2,410 | 4,227 | 4,639 909 0
Under (over) target (13,910) || (5,850) (14,051) 4,087 1,469 674 (239)
Cumulative under (over) (5,850)/(19,901)(15,814) (14,345) |(13,671)
Amador LTC te 15 |Rt 49 Bypass landscaping NEW 587 0 587 0 0 0 0 0 587 0 0 0 0
Amador LTC te 15 [Regional Transit Center bike ped, landscaping NEW 408 0 408 0 0 0 0 0 408 0 0 0 0
Alpine LTC res 14 |TE reserve, Alpine 367 0 0 0 0 0 367 0 367 0 0 0 0
Calaveras LTC res 16 |TE reserve, Calaveras 1,045 0 0 192 369 484 0 0 1,045 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 2,407 0 995 192 369 484 367 0 2407 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 2,407 730 523 415 413 326
Under (over) target 0 0 (265) 331 46 (71) (41)
Cumulative under (over) 0 (265) 66 112 41 0
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1.000's)
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency |_Rte PPNO. Project | Voted| Total Prior\ 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W Const E&P. PS&E RW Sup ConSup
| | | | | \ | | | | | |

No proposed projects excluded from the Staff Recommendation.
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 1,571
Minimum 0
Target 13,332
Maximum 17,701
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 11,761
Butte
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte! PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const E &P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
BCAG 0L16 Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 63 63 0 0 0 0 0 0 63 0 0 0 0
Biggs te| 3124A Bikeway connection Apr-05 234 234 0 0 0 0 0 0 234 0 0 0 0
Oroville te| 3124B |Rt 70/Montgomery St beautification May-05 73 73 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 13 54 0 0
Butte County te| 3124D |Skyway lookout point (04S-35) May-05 33 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 0 0
Caltrans 149! 16W |4-lane expressway (cost incr)(RTIP) Jul-05| 17,544 17,544 0 0 0 0 0 0 17,544 0 0 0 0
BCAG loc| 2410 Rt 99, Rt 32-East 1st (Chico), interchange (04S-71) | Sep-05 300 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 300 0 0
Paradise loc| 1L24 |Clark/Skyway signal (04S-26) Sep-05 607 607 0 0 0 0 0 0 607 0 0 0 0
Butte County te|3124D |Skyway lookout point (04S-35) Sep-05 151 151 0 0 0 0 0 151 0 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 99 2415 Durham Pentz Rd, off-ramp signals (from 2004 report)| closed -491 -491 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -90 -220 -1 -180
Caltrans 99| 2415 Durham Pentz Rd, off-ramp signals (as corrected) closed 331 331 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 44 85 1 201
Caltrans 70, 2262 Oroville Fwy extension, Ophier Rd, stage 1 (RTIP) 3,922 3,922 0 0 0 0 0 3,400 0 522 0 0 0
Caltrans 70, 364A |Marysville-Oroville Fwy (RTIP) 3,000/ 3,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,000 0 0 0
Caltrans 99| 2410 Rt 32-East 1st (Chico), interchange, Phase 1 250 250 0 0 0 0 0 150 0 0 0 100 0
Caltrans 99 2411 Gridley Rd-Spruce St, widen to 5 Ins 941 941 0 0 0 0 0 402 0 0 308 231 0
Caltrans 99/ 2420 |Route 99/162 East (Richvale Rd) signal (04S-17) 263 263 0 0 0 0 0 0 263 0 0 0 0
BCAG loc! 3L75 |Upper Skyway, Inskip-Butte Meadows, widen Feb-06 390 390 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 390 0 0
BCAG loc| 3L75 |Upper Skyway, Inskip-Butte Meadows, widen 949 949 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 949 0 0
Oroville te| 3124B | Rt 70/Montgomery St beautification (04S-35) Apr-06 358 358 0 0 0 0 0 0 358 0 0 0 0
Paradise te| 3124C |Pearson Rd pedestrian improvement (04S-35) 430 430 0 0 0 0 0 0 430 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 29,348 29,348 0 0 0 0 0 4,109 19,499 3,489 1,899 331 21
BCAG loc| 3L75 |Upper Skyway (FH 171), Inskip-Butte Meadows, widen | Feb-06 -949 -949 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -949 0 0
Caltrans 99/ 2420 |Route 99/162 East (Richvale Rd) signal (04S-17) -263 -263 0 0 0 0 0 0 -263 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 99/ 2420 |Route 99/162 East (Richvale Rd) signal (04S-17) 319 319 0 0 0 0 0 0 319 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 70, 2262 Oroville Fwy extension, Ophier Rd, phase 1 (RTIP) 7,893 0 0 0 7,893 0 0 -2,478 6,760 728 1,250 500 1,133
Caltrans 99| 2410 Rt 32-East 1st (Chico), interchange, Phase 1 5,186 0 0, 5,186 0 0 0 0 4,352 0 0 0 834
Caltrans 99| 2411 Gridley Rd-Spruce St, widen to 5 Ins 3,250 0 0 3,250 0 0 0 0 2,750 0 0 0 500
Butte County loc! 1L44 |Aguas Frias Bridge, new (HBRR)(02S-36) 1,100 0 0 0 1,100 0 0 0 1,100 0 0 0 0
BCAG 0L16 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 306 0 63 64 59 60 60 0 306 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 16,842 -893 63, 8,500 9,052 60 60 -2,478 15,324 728 301 500 2,467
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 15,271 0/ 3,109 5451 5629 | 1,082 0
Under (over) target (1,571) 893 | 3,046 | (3,049) (3,423) 1,022 (60)
Cumulative under (over) 893 | 3,939 890 | (2,533) (1,511)
Butte County te|3124D |Skyway lookout point, add construction ADD 400 0 0 400 0 0 0 0 400 0 0 0 0
Oroville te| 3124B Rt 70/Montgomery St beautification, add const ADD 400 0 0 0 0 400 0 0 400 0 0 0 0
Biggs te| 3124A Bikeway connection, phase 2 ADD 319 0 0 0 0 0 319 0 319 0 0 0 0
BCAG res| 3124 TE reserve 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1.000's)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte| PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const, E &P, PS&E| RWSup ConSup
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 1,119 0 0 400 0 400 319 0 1,119 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 1,119 0 115 345 291 368
Under (over) target 0 0 0 (285) 345 (109) 49
Cumulative under (over) 0 0 (285) 60 (49) 0
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
Caltrans 99 ??? Rt 32-East 1st (Chico), interchange, Phase 2 NEW 2,500
BCAG loc 3L75 Upper Skyway, Inskip-Butte Meadows, widen ADD 6,009
Butte County repl 1L47A AB 3090 replacement (West 8th Av) 1500
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 0
Minimum 797
Target 5,365
Maximum 6,517
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 5,365
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte! PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const E &P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
Caltrans 20| 2928 Passing lanes, Steer Ditch Br-Sycamore 599 599 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 124 420 34 0
Caltrans 20| 2928 Passing lanes, Steer Ditch Br-Sycamore 3,817 3,817 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,404 0 0 0 413
Colusa LTC res, 3123 TE reserve 267 267 0 0 0 0 0 0 267 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 4,683 4,683 0 0 0 0 0 21 3,671 124 420 34 413
Colusa loc| 3L35 |7th St, Webster-Parkhill, rehab (02S-09) 87 0 87 0 0 0 0 0 86 0 1 0 0
Colusa loc| 3L51 |Parkhill St, 10th-11th, rehab (02S-09) 119 0 0 119 0 0 0 0 118 0 1 0 0
Colusa loc! 3L60 |Wescott Rd, Louis Ln-Country Club Dr, rehab(02S-09) 495 0 0 495 0 0 0 0 475 0 20 0 0
Colusa County loc; 3L70 [Norman Rd, Rt 45-Glenn Co Line, rehab (02S-94) 1,665 0 0, 1,665 0 0 0 0 1,665 0 0 0 0
Colusa County | repli 3114 AB 3090 replacement (Norman, Grimes, Hwy 99W) 469 0 0 0 469 0 0 0 469 0 0 0 0
Colusa LTC 0L20! Planning, programming, and monitoring 167 0 83 84 0 0 0 0 167 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 3,002 0 170, 2,363 469 0 0 0 2,980 0 22 0 0
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 3,002 935 | 1,639 428 0 0
Under (over) target 0 0 765 (724) (41) 0 0
Cumulative under (over) 0 765 41 0 0
Colusa LTC res; 3123 TE reserve 192 0 57 74 36 25 0 0 192 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 192 0 57 74 36 25 0 0 192 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 351 57 99 15 83 97
Under (over) target 159 0 0 25 (21) 58 97
Cumulative under (over) 0 0 25 4 62 159
No proposed projects excluded from the Staff Recommendation.
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 3,883
Minimum 0
Target 47,883
Maximum 62,692
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 44,000
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte! PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const E &P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
Richmond te| 2118E |Richmond Greenway and Bikeway, phase 1 Apr-05 423 423 0 0 0 0 0 0 423 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 80, 261F Westbound HOV lanes, Rt 4-Carquinez Br (RTIP) Jul-05 4,180 4,180 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,180 0 0 0 0
Lafayette te| 2025A  |Pleasant Hill Rd, Mt Diablo-Condit, bike/ped imps Jul-05 1,436 1,436 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,436 0 0 0 0
MTC 2118 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Jul-05 71 71 0 0 0 0 0 0 71 0 0 0 0
CC County te| 2011P |Stone Valley Rd W sidewalk to Ironhorse Trail (ext 4-05) | Aug-05 31 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 680/ 274H Aux lane, Danville seg 1, San Ramon seg 3 Sep-05 40 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 0
Caltrans 680 274H |Aux lane, Danville seg 1, San Ramon seg 3 Sep-05 9,172 9,172 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,622 0 0 0 1,550
Caltrans 4| 192E |Loveridge-Somersville, 8 lanes w/HOV (TCRP #16.2) 8,000 8,000 0 0 0 0 0 6,000 0 0 0. 2,000 0
MTC cash| 2118A | AB 3090 reimbursement (03-04 PPM) 53 0 53 0 0 0 0 0 53 0 0 0 0
San Ramon te|2011N |Old Ranch Rd bicycle path (ext 4-05) 62 62 0 0 0 0 0 0 62 0 0 0 0
San Pablo te2011Q  San Pablo Dam Rd ped path (ext 4-05) 115 115 0 0 0 0 0 0 115 0 0 0 0
CC County te| 2011T |Reliez Valley Rd ped path (ext 4-05) 342 342 0 0 0 0 0 0 342 0 0 0 0
BART te| 2025B |Bicycle pavilions, BART stations 450 450 0 0 0 0 0 0 416 0 34 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 24,375] 24,322 53 0 0 0 0/ 6,000/ 14,751 0 34, 2,040, 1,550
Caltrans 4| 192E |Loveridge-Somersville, 8 lanes w/HOV (TCRP #16.2) 20,035 0 0, 20,035 0 0 0 0 18,035 0 0 0 2,000
Caltrans 24| 57A |Caldecott Tunnel 4th bore (RIP)(TCRP #15) 2,000 0 0, 2,000 0 0 0 0 0 0, 2,000 0 0
Antioch loc! 2011A Rt 4 Hillcrest Av EB off ramp, widen 4,450 0 0 0 4,450 0 0 0 4,450 0 0 0 0
CCTA loc| 192F Rt 4 widening, Somersville-Rt160, add R/W ADD| 5,589 0 0 0 5,589 0 0/ 5,589 0 0 0 0 0
CCTA loc| 298E Rt 680/4 interchange, NB 680 to WB 4 1,310 0 0 0 0 0 1,310 0 0 0 1,310 0 0
MTC 2118 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 345 0 72 72 67 67 67 0 345 0 0 0 0
MTC 2118 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 622 0 107 108 135 136 136 0 622 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 34,351 0 179, 22,215 10,241 203 1,513/ 5,589 23,452 0, 3,310 0 2,000
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 35,518 12,038 | 8,858 11,316 | 3,306 0
Under (over) target 1,167 0] 11,859 {(13,357), 1,075 | 3,103  (1,513)
Cumulative under (over) 0]11,859 | (1,498) (423) 2,680
Richmond bus{2011E |Richmond Pkwy park & ride, transit access 8,700 0 0 1,650 7,050 0 0 0 7,050 0 1,650 0 0
BART rail| 2011D | Pittsburg-Bay Point terminal zone, turnback 1,800 0 1,800 0 0 0 0 0 1,450 0 350 0 0
Hercules rail| 2011F | |Hercules intercity station (State only)(TCRP #12.2) 4,000 0 0/ 4,000 0 0 0 0/ 4,000 0 0 0 0
Martinez rail{ 2011J |Martinez Amtrak station parking, R'W 5,500 0/ 5,500 0 0 0 0 5,500 0 0 0 0 0
BART rail 2011G | |Richmond station, add parking (RIP)(04S-67) 4,100 0 0/ 4,100 0 0 0 0 4,100 0 0 0 0
BART rail{2011H  BART extension eastward from Pittsburg/Bay Point NEW 250 0 250 0 0 0 0 0 0 250 0 0 0
Total PTA-eligible Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 24,350 0 7,550 9,750 7,050 0 0, 5,500 16,600 250; 2,000 0 0
PTA Programming, 2004 STIP 19,300 012,250 7,050 0 0
Under (over) 2004 STIP (5,050) (7,550), 2,500 0 0 0
Cumulative under (over) 2004 STIP 0| (7,550)| (5,050)! (5,050)| (5,050)| (5,050)
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1.000's)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte| PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const, E &P, PS&E| RWSup ConSup
CC County te| 2011K |Delta DeAnza Trail crossing of Rt 4, 1600' (04S-21) 311 0 0 60 251 0 0 0 251 0 60 0 0
CC County te| 2025C |Camino T jara Rd, bikeway shoulders (04S-21) 324 0 0 324 0 0 0 0 324 0 0 0 0
Hercules te| 2011F  |Hercules intercity station, enhancements NEW 1,097 0 0, 1,097 0 0 0 0 1,097 0 0 0 0
MTC res| 2118F | TE reserve 4,594 0 0 720 1,062 1,566 1,246 0 4,5% 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 6,326 0 0, 2201 1,313 1,566 1,246 0 6,266 0 60 0 0
Enhancement Target 6,326 1,157 | 1,293 1,365 1,265 1,246
Under (over) target 0 0| 1,157 (908) 52 (301) 0
Cumulative under (over) 0| 1,157 249 301 0 0
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
Caltrans 24  57A Caldecott Tunnel 4th bore (RIP)(TCRP #15), add cor ~ ADD 29000
CCTA loc 192F Rt4 widening, Somersville-Rt160, add con ADD 15,000
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 645
Minimum 0
Target 3,162
Maximum 4,264
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 2,517
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte| PPNO! Project Ext Voted Total Prior  06-07, 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W . Constt E&P. PS&E RWSup Con Sup|
Crescent City loc|1024R | Harding Av, Breen-Northcrest, rehab 150 150 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 0 0 0 0
Del Norte Co te| 1021T| Hobbs Wall multi-use trail May-05 50 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0
Del Norte Co te| 1021T| Hobbs Wall multi-use trail (ext 5-05) Feb-07 35 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 235 235 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 50 35 0 0
Crescent City loc|1022R | Pebble Beach and A St coastal trail, rehab, sidewalks 375 0 0 0 13 362 0 0 362 2 11 0 0
Crescent City loc| 1023R | |A St, 7th-Pacific, rehab 283 0 0 0 10 273 0 0 273 2 8 0 0
Del Norte Co loc| 1020R | Fred Haight Dr, Rt 1-1st St (Smith River), reconst 718 0 0 0 95 623 0 21 623 9 65 0 0
Del Norte LTC 1032, Planning, programming, and monitoring NEW 50 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 50 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 1,426 0 0 0 118 1,258 50 21 1,308 13 84 0 0
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 1,141 0 0 908 233 0
Under (over) target (285) 0 0 0 790 | (1,025) (50)
Cumulative under (over) 0 0 0 790 (235)
Redwood CTA 1032, 3 25-passenger buses NEW 360 0 0 0 0 0 360 0 360 0 0 0 0
Total PTA-eligible Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 360 0 0 0 0 0 360 0 360 0 0 0 0
PTA Programming, 2004 STIP 0 0 0 0 0 0
Under (over) 2004 STIP (360) 0 0 0 0 0 (360)
Cumulative under (over) 2004 STIP 0 0 0 0 0 (360)
Del Norte Co te| 1021T| Hobbs Wall multi-use trail 453 0 453 0 0 0 0 0 453 0 0 0 0
Del Norte LTC res TE reserve 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 453 0 453 0 0 0 0 0 453 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 605 340 28 35 109 93
Under (over) target 152 0 (113) 28 35 109 93
Cumulative under (over) 0 (113) (85) (50) 59 152
No proposed projects excluded from the Staff Recommendation.
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: (5,535)
Minimum 0
Target 0
Maximum 0
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 5,635
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO. Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07, 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W Const E &P PS&E, RWSup ConSup
EDCTC 0L14 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 0
EDCTC 0L14 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Aug-05 110 110 0 0 0 0 0 0 110 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 50! 3209 Lawyer-Bedford op improvs, 96 grf (RTIP) Sep-05, 19,078 19,078 0 0 0 0 0 0 19,078 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 50; 3209 Lawyer-Bedford op improvs, 96 grf (RTIP) Sep-05 3,289 3,289 0 0 0 0 0 3,289 0 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 50 3240 HOV, El Dorado Hills BI-S Shingle Rd 2,129 2,129 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 437, 1,692 0 0
Caltrans 50 60A |Access restriction (98S-123) 1,900 1,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,900 0 0 0
El Dorado Co te| 3120A  |SPTC bike path, Forni-Missouri Flat Mar-06 38 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 0 0 0
EDCTC res;. 3120 TE reserve 611 611 0 0 0 0 0 0 611 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 27,255, 27,255 0 0 0 0 0 3,289 19,899 2,375 1,692 0 0
Caltrans 50; 3209 Lawyer-Bedford op improvs (tech corr, 11-05) Sep-05 0 0 0 0 0 0 0. -1,400 1,400 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 50{ 3209 Lawyer-Bedford op improvs (supplemental)(RTIP) Apr-06 4,068 4,068 0 0 0 0 0 0 4,068 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 50 3240 HOV, El Dorado Hills BI-S Shingle Rd close -961 -961 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -961 0 0
Caltrans 50 60A Access restriction (98S-123) close -776 -776 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -776 0 0 0
Placerville loc; 3L00 |Rt 50 Western Placerville interchanges 360 0 0 0 360 0 0 0 0 0 360 0 0
El Dorado Co loc; 3L19 |Rt 50 Missouri Flat Rd interchange, phase 1 11,160 0 0 0 11,160 0 0 0 11,160 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 50 3209Y | Mitigation landscaping, split at vote (9-05) 386 0 0 0 0 386 0 0 386 0 0 0 0
EDCTC 0L14 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 270 0 100 100 70 0 0 0 270 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 14,507 2,331 100 100 11,590 386 0 -1,400 17,284 -776 -601 0 0
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 20,042 1,266 2,220 4,371 8,286 3,899
Under (over) target 5535 || (2,331) 1,166 | 2,120  (7,219) 7,900 3,899
Cumulative under (over) (2,331)| (1,165) 955  (6,264) 1,636
El Dorado Co te| 3120A  |SPTC bike path, Forni-Missouri Flat 899 0 899 0 0 0 0 0 899 0 0 0 0
El Dorado Co te| 3120B Rt 50 EDH bike/ped overcrossing 200 0 0 200 0 0 0 0 200 0 0 0 0
EDCTC res; 3120 TE reserve 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 1,099 0 899 200 0 0 0 0 1,099 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 1,091 139 240 249 228 235
Under (over) target (8) 0 (760) 40 249 228 235
Cumulative under (over) 0 (760) (720) (471) (243) (8)
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
El Dorado Co loc 3L16A IRt 50 Missouri Flat Rd interchange, phase 2 9,980
Note
Though Staff Recommendation results in net reduction, El Dorado remains above minimum for prior county share period.
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 0
Minimum 0
Target 0
Maximum 0
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 0
Fresno
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte| PPNO Project Voted Total Prior  06-07  07-08  08-09. 09-10 10-11 R/W! Const E&P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
COFCG 6L01|Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 114 114 0 0 0 0 0 0 114 0 0 0 0
Kingsburg te| B002A |18th Av landscape enhancements May-05 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0
Clovis te| B002B| |Enterprise Canal trail May-05 13 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 0 0 0
Clovis te| B002C |Ashlan Av median landscaping May-05 16 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 0 0
San Joaquin te| B002D {Main St landscaping May-05 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
Fresno te| B002E |Shaw Av median landscaping May-05 20 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 19 0 0
Fresno te| B002F |McKenzie Trail rehabilitation May-05 27 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 26 0 0
Fresno te| B002G |Santa Fe Depot restoration May-05 66 66 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 66 0 0
Selma te| B002H |Selma Branch Canal bike path May-05 40 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 12 0 0
Fresno County te| Bo02I {San Joaquin River trail Aug-05 35 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 0 0 0
COFCG 6L01|Planning, programming, and monitoring Nov-05 114 114 0 0 0 0 0 0 114 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 180/ 89B|West Phase planting/89A - pulled Feb 2006 agenda 1,879 1,879 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,379 0 0 0 500
Caltrans 180/ 90L Rt 168-Fowler Av, planting/#90E 386 386 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 386 0 0
Caltrans 180/ 90L Rt 168-Fowler Av, planting/#90E 3,386/ 3,386 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,790 0 0 0 596
Caltrans 180/ 90Q | Rt 168-Fowler Av, relinquishment/#90E 150 150 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 0 0
Caltrans 180/ 91A 4-lane expressway, Temperance-Academy 13,321, 13,321 0 0 0 0 0/ 10,750 0 0 1,612 959 0
Caltrans 180/ 91B/|New fwy, Academy-Trimmer Springs Rd 8,203 8,203 0 0 0 0 0 6,210 0 0 872 1121 0
Caltrans 180/ 91C||New fwy, Trimmer Springs-Frankwood Av 5,107 5,107 0 0 0 0 0 3,000 0 0 1,064 1,043 0
COFCG cash| B001 AB 3090 reimbursement (03-04 PPM)(02S-124) 135 0 0 135 0 0 0 0 135 0 0 0 0
Clovis te| B002B| |Enterprise Canal trail Apr-06 213 213 0 0 0 0 0 212 0 0 1 0 0
San Joaquin te| B002D |Main St landscaping Apr-06 245 245 0 0 0 0 0 0 231 0 14 0 0
COFCG res| B002 TE reserve 783 783 0 0 0 0 0 0 783 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 34,258| 34,123 0 135 0 0 0| 20,172 5,546 99 4,222 3,123, 1,096
Caltrans 180/ 89B |West Phase planting/89A (cost increase) 381 381 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 381 0 0
Caltrans 180/ 90F |New fwy, Clovis Av-Temperance 66,255 0 5,700 0 0 60,555 0 1,000 54,985 0 3,100 1,600 5,570
Caltrans 180, 90Q Rt 168-Fowler Av, relinquishment/#90E 1,545 0 1,545 0 0 0 0 13| 1,320 0 0 2 210
Caltrans 180/ 91A 4-lane expressway, Temperance-Academy 11,7501 11,750 0 0 0 0 0 8,350 0 0 1,400 2,000 0
Caltrans 180 90L | |Rt 168-Fowler Av, planting/#90E (cost increase) 1,266 1,266 0 0 0 0 0 0, 1,266 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 180/ 6625 |Mitigation required, Temperance-Frankwood NEW 1,000 0 1,000 0 0 0 0 0, 1,000 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 180/ 91B/|New fwy, Academy-Trimmer Springs Rd -2,600|; -2,600 0 0 0 0 0 -2,500 0 0 -100 0 0
Caltrans 180/ 91C|New fwy, Trimmer Springs-Frankwood Av -2,750| -2,750 0 0 0 0 0| -2,250 0 0 -500 0 0
COFCG 6L01| Planning, programming, and monitoring 878 0 115 115 216 216 216 0 878 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 77,725 8,047 8,360 115 216, 60,771 216 4,613 59,449 0 4,281 3,602 5,780
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 77,725 0 0 0| 17,366 | 40,920 19,439
Under (over) target 0 || (8,047) (8,360) (115), 17,150 (19,851) 19,223
Cumulative under (over) (8,047)1(16,407)| (16,522) 628 [(19,223) 0
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte| PPNO Project Voted Total Prior  06-07  07-08,  08-09. 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const E &P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
COFCG res| B002 TE reserve 6,159 0 781 1,006 1,378 1,665 1,329 0 6,159 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 6,159 0 781 1,006 1,378 1,665 1,329 0 6,159 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 6,159 781 1,355 1,410 | 1,284 1,329
Under (over) target 0 0 0 349 32 (381) 0
Cumulative under (over) 0 0 349 381 0 0
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
Caltrans 180 91A 4-lane expressway, Temperance-Academy 53,800
Caltrans 180 90F New fwy, Clovis Av-Temperance - REDUCTION 8,486
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: (78)
Minimum 0
Target 3,041
Maximum 4,270
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 3,119
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte! PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const E &P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
Caltrans 32| 92B Realign roadway in Orland Jul-05 2,666 2,666 0 0 0 0 0 1,409 0 184 523 550 0
Caltrans 32| 92B Realign roadway in Orland Jul-05 2,069 2,069 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,825 0 0 0 244
Glenn County loc| 3L63 |Co Rd 27, Co Rd M-Co Rd P, rehab (State only) 18 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0
Glenn County loc! 3L63 |Co Rd 27, Co Rd M-Co Rd P, rehab (State only) 20 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0
Glenn County loc; 3L64 [Co Rd 27, Rt 5-Co Rd M, rehab (State only) 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0
Glenn County loc/ 3L64 Co Rd 27, Rt 5-Co Rd M, rehab (State only) 18 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0
Glenn CTC 0L09! Planning, programming, and monitoring Aug-05 22 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 0 0 0
Caltrans te| 92B |Realign roadway in Orland, enhancement elements | Jul-05 310 310 0 0 0 0 0 0 175 0 92 0 43
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 5134/ 5,134 0 0 0 0 0 1,409 2,022 213 653 550 287
Glenn County loc| 3L61 |CR 200, CR 9E, CR 9W, reconstruction (State only) 775 0 0 20 755 0 0 5 755 5 10 0 0
Glenn County loc| 3L62 Co Rd 200, Rt 5-CR 206, rehab (State only) 616 0 0 0 0 616 0 3 600 5 8 0 0
Glenn County loc/ 3L63 |Co Rd 27, Co Rd M-Co Rd P, rehab (State only) 639 0 0 639 0 0 0 12 627 0 0 0 0
Glenn County loc; 3L64 [Co Rd 27, Rt 5-Co Rd M, rehab (State only) 532 0 0 532 0 0 0 13 519 0 0 0 0
Glenn County loc| 3L65 |Co Rd 39, Co Rd D, rehab (State only) 762 0 0 0 18 744 0 3 744 5 10 0 0
Glenn County loc| 3L66 |Co Rd, P, 2 locations, rehab (State only) 803 0 0 15 788 0 0 3 785 5 10 0 0
Willows loc| 3L72 |Pacific Av, Green-N City Limits, reconst (State only) 115 0 115 0 0 0 0 0 108 1 6 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 4,242 0 115, 1,206 1,561 1,360 0 39, 4,138 21 44 0 0
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 4,320 735 1,290 | 1,894 401 0
Under (over) target 78 0 620 84 333 (959) 0
Cumulative under (over) 0 620 704 | 1,037 78
Glenn CTC res| 3121 TE reserve 455 0 0 0 186 166 103 0 455 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 455 0 0 0 186 166 103 0 455 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 455 0 0 255 97 103
Under (over) target 0 0 0 0 69 (69) 0
Cumulative under (over) 0 0 0 69 0 0
No proposed projects excluded from the Staff Recommendation.
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)

Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 6,314

Minimum 7,081

Target 26,585

Maximum 31,007

Under (Over) Non-TE Target 20,271

Humboldt
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component

Agency Rte! PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const E &P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
Humboldt COG 2002P | Planning, programming, and monitoring (correction) | Feb-04 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co te| 2054P |Walnut Drive bike lane, Avalon-Cypress Apr-05 670 670 0 0 0 0 0 0 670 0 0 0 0
Eureka bus| 2101 |Replace 3 vehicles Jul-05 692 692 0 0 0 0 0 0 692 0 0 0 0
Humboldt TA bus! 20027 Vehicle replacement Jul-05 261 261 0 0 0 0 0 0 261 0 0 0 0
Arcata loc| 2071 [Foster Av extension to Sunset Av (State only) Aug-05 231 231 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 231 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2001R |Old Arcata Rd/Myrtle Av, widen (04S-26) Aug-05 800 800 0 0 0 0 0 800 0 0 0 0 0
Humboldt COG 2002P | |Planning, programming, and monitoring Nov-05 110 110 0 0 0 0 0 0 110 0 0 0 0
Trinidad te, 302B Trinidad Park and Museum access Dec-05 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
Ferndale te| 302C Pedestrian improvements Dec-05 79 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 79 0 0 0
Caltrans 101 50 Rt 101/36 interchange 4,795| 4,795 0 0 0 0 0/ 2,831 0 575/ 1,003 386 0
Caltrans 101 72 Eureka-Arcata corridor improvement 2,613 2,613 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2613 0 0 0
Caltrans 299! 166A Buckhorn Grade, realign (RIP)(98S-150) 46 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 46 0 0 0
Arcata loc| 2072 |RR crossings, 16 locations, rehab (State only) 70 70 0 0 0 0 0 0 70 0 0 0 0
Blue Lake loc! 2073 [Ped, bike, roadway improvements; downtown 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0
Blue Lake loc| 2073 [Ped, bike, roadway improvements; downtown 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0
Ferndale loc| 2075 |Ocean Ave, Eugene St, reconst (SO)(02S-66) 27 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 0 0
Rio Dell loc| 2079 |Wildwood Av, View St, rehab (State only) 78 78 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 78 0 0
Rio Dell loc| 2079 |Wildwood Av, View St, rehab (State only) 573 573 0 0 0 0 0 0 573 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc! 2081 [Union St/Sea Av, reconstruct/widen (SO)(AB 872) 159 159 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 159 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2082 McKinleyville Av, Wash'n Av, rehab (S/O)(AB 872) 55 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2082 |McKinleyville Av, Washington Av, rehab (S/O) 694 694 0 0 0 0 0 0 694 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2083 |Maple Crk Rd, rehab (State only) 19 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2083 |Maple Crk Rd, rehab (State only) 316 316 0 0 0 0 0 0 316 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc! 2084 |AlderpointRd, Mattole Rd, rehab (State only) 21 21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2084 |AlderpointRd, Mattole Rd, rehab (State only) 470 470 0 0 0 0 0 0 470 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2085 Walnut Dr (Cutten), rehab (State only) 310 310 0 0 0 0 0 0 285 0 25 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2086 |Murray Rd, Fieldbrook Rd, rehab (State only) 53 53 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 53 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2087 [Hiller Rd, Pickett Rd, rehab (State only) 55 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 55 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2087 Hiller Rd, Pickett Rd, rehab (State only) 616 616 0 0 0 0 0 0 616 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc; 2088 [Humboldt Hill Rd, rehab (State only) 47 47 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47 0 0
Humboldt Co loc! 2089 [Tompkins Hill Rd, Fields Landing Dr, rehab (S/O)(AB 872) 31 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2089 ' Tompkins Hill Rd, Fields Landing Dr, rehab (S/O) 428 428 0 0 0 0 0 0 428 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2090 |Redwood Dr, Redway-Rt 101, rehab (State only) 47 47 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47 0 0
Humboldt Co loc! 2091 |Indianola Cutoff, rehab (State only) 20 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2092 |Azalea Av, Rt 200-Sutter Rd, rehab (State only) 66 66 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 66 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2092 |Azalea Av, Rt 200-Sutter Rd, rehab (State only) 506 506 0 0 0 0 0 0 506 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2093 |Central Av (McKinleyville), rehab (State only)(AB 872) 51 51 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 51 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2093 |Central Av (McKinleyville), rehab (State only) 568 568 0 0 0 0 0 0 568 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc! 2094 Fieldbrook Rd, Glendale-Squaw Crk, rehab (S/O) 52 52 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2097 [Myrtle Av, Harris, Harrison, Lucas, sidewalks (S/O) 28 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2098 [Herrick Av, Elks Lodge-Bay Point, sidewalks (S/O) 15 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 0
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($1.000's)
Humboldt
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component

Agency Rte| PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const, E &P, PS&E| RWSup ConSup
Humboldt Co loc| 2098 [Herrick Av, Elks Lodge-Bay Point, sidewalks (S/O) 26 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 0 0
Arcata loc! 2059P |K/Alliance, Samoa-Foster, rehab 660 660 0 0 0 0 0 0 660 0 0 0 0
Eureka loc| 2061P |7th St bike lanes, J-Myrtle (ext 6-02) 370 370 0 0 0 0 0 0 370 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2086A | |Fieldbrook Rd, PM 3.5-5.0, bike & ped shoulder (04S-70) 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0
Humboldt COG te! 302D Waterfront Drive, G St-J St, bike lane, sidewalks Mar-06 120 120 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 120 0 0 0
Humboldt COG | res| 302 |TE reserve 153 153 0 0 0 0 0 0 153 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 17,166/ 17,166 0 0 0 0 0 3631 7542 3921 1,686 386 0
Arcata loc! 2071 [Foster Av extension to Sunset Av (State only) 1,569 0 0 350 1,219 0 0 240 1,219 0 110 0 0
Blue Lake loc| 2073 [Ped, bike, roadway improvements; downtown 315 0 0 315 0 0 0 0 315 0 0 0 0
Eureka loc 2069 \Waterfront Drive extension 2,505 0 0 768 0 1,737 0 768 1,737 0 0 0 0
Eureka loc| 2074 [RR crossings, 3 locations, rehab (State only) 40 0 0 0 40 0 0 0 40 0 0 0 0
Ferndale loc| 2075 |Ocean Ave, Eugene St, reconst (SO)(02S-66) 273 0 0 273 0 0 0 0 273 0 0 0 0
Fortuna loc! 2076 [Rohnerville Rd, Redwood-Jordan, widen (State only) 71 0 0 0 711 0 0 0 71 0 0 0 0
Fortuna loc| 2077 [Rohnerville Rd, Newburg-Strongs Crk, widen 300 0 0 0 300 0 0 0 300 0 0 0 0
Fortuna loc 2078 [RR crossings, 3 locations, upgrade (State only) 30 0 0 0 30 0 0 0 30 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2081 [Union St/Sea Av, reconstruct/widen (State only) 1,981 0 0 229 1,752 0 0 150 1,752 0 79 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2086 |Murray Rd, Fieldbrook Rd, rehab (State only) 844 0 0 0 844 0 0 0 844 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2088 Humboldt Hill Rd, rehab (State only) 648 0 0 0 648 0 0 0 648 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc; 2090 |[Redwood Dr, Redway-Rt 101, rehab (State only) 629 0 0 0 629 0 0 0 629 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2091 |Indianola Cutoff, rehab (State only) 244 0 0 244 0 0 0 0 244 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2094 [Fieldbrook Rd, Glendale-Squaw Crk, rehab (S/O) 631 0 0 631 0 0 0 0 631 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2097 |Myrtle Av, Harris, Harrison, Lucas, sidewalks (S/O) 590 0 0 133 457 0 0 85 457 0 48 0 0
Humboldt Co loc! 2098 [Herrick Av, Elks Lodge-Bay Point, sidewalks (S/O) 302 0 0 50 252 0 0 50 252 0 0 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2099 [Central Av, Rt 101-Bartow, widen shoulder (S/O) 290 0 20 16 254 0 0 0 254 20 16 0 0
Humboldt Co loc/ 2100 RR crossings of county rds, rehab (S/O) 100 0 0 7 93 0 0 0 93 0 7 0 0
Humboldt Co loc| 2001R |Old Arcata Rd/Myrtle Av, widen (04S-26) 4,948 0 0 4,948 0 0 0 0 4,948 0 0 0 0
Trinidad loc| 2080 |Azalea Av, Pacific Av, reconstruct (State only) 330 0 1 40 289 0 0 0 289 1 40 0 0
Humboldt Co loc! 2086A | [Fieldbrook Rd, PM 3.5-5.0, bike & ped shoulder (04S-70) 526 0 35 491 0 0 0 0 491 0 35 0 0
Humboldt COG 2002P | |Planning, programming, and monitoring 586 0 316 0 0 130 140 0 586 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 101 50 Rt 101/36 interchange, add construction ADD 3,616 3,616 0 0 0 0 0 1,761 0 1,715 0 140 0
Caltrans 101 72 |Eureka-Arcata corridor improvement, add PS&E ADD 2,496 0 0, 2,496 0 0 0 0 0 0, 2,496 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 24,504/ 3,616 372; 10,991 7,518 1,867 140, 3,054 16,743 1,736 2,831 140 0

Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 18,190 5,664 | 9,932 2,594 0 0

Under (over) target (6,314)] (3,616)| 5,292 | (1,059) (4,924) (1,867) (140)

Cumulative under (over) (3,616), 1,676 617 | (4,307) (6,174)

Humboldt COG | res| 302 |TE reserve 1,726 0 219 282 386 467 372 0 1,726 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 1,726 0 219 282 386 467 372 0 1,726 0 0 0 0

Enhancement Target 1,726 219 380 394 361 372

Under (over) target 0 0 0 98 8 (106) 0

Cumulative under (over) 0 0 98 106 0 0
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($1.000's)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency | Rte§ PPNO iProject Voted§ Total Prior\ 06-07§ 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W Const E& P PS&E§ R/W Sup _Con Sup
| | | | | ‘ | | | | | |
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
Caltrans 101 50 Rt 101/36 interchange, add construction ADD 16,574
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($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 40,235
Minimum 13,898
Target 43,201
Maximum 50,588
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 2,966
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO! Project Voted Total Prior, 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10; 10-11 R/W, Constt E &P PS&E R/WSupi ConSup
Caltrans 7 51Y|4-lane expwy, landscaping (RIP)(6-03 vote) 200 200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 190 10 0
Caltrans 8 515 Imperial Av interchange, reconstruct, R/\W 3,600 3,600 0 0 0 0 0 2,000 0 600 750 250 0
Caltrans 78 21 Brawley Bypass (RTIP) 12,000 | 12,000 0 0 0 0 0/ 12,000 0 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 98 42A Rt 111 to Rood Rd, widen, env (98S-106) 2,500 2,500 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,500 0 0 0
Imperial County loc, 520A |AB 3090 cash reimb (Dogwood Rd)(04S-06) 3,300 0 0 0 3,300 0 0 0 3,300 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 21,600 18,300 0 0 3,300 0 0/ 14,000 3,300, 3,100 940 260 0
Imperial County loc. 520A {AB 3090 cash (Dogwood Rd)(not delivered) -3,024 0 -605. -1,512 -907 0 0 0 -3,024 0 0 0 0
Imperial County loc. 520B |Dogwood Road widening 3,024 0 0 1,200 1,824 0 0 1,200 1,824 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 7 51Y | 4-lane expwy, landscaping (RIP)(6-03 vote) 1,994 0 0 1,994 0 0 0 0 1,700 0 0 0 294
Caltrans 78 21 Brawley Bypass 4-lane, R/W, Rt 86-Rt 111 (RIP) 5,854 5,854 0 0 0 0 0 5,854 0 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 78 21F Brawley Bypass 4-lane, Stg 2, Hovley-Rt 78 (RIP) 37,474 0 0 0 37474 0 0 0 33,746 0 0 0. 3,728
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 45,322 5,854 -605 1,682 38,391 0 0 7,054 34,246 0 0 0 4,022
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 5,087 1,584 2,778 725 0 0
Under (over) target (40,235)| (5,854); 2,189 @ 1,096 (37,666) 0 0
Cumulative under (over) (5,854) (3,665) (2,569)(40,235) (40,235)
Imperial VAG res TE reserve 1,018 0 0 0 0 396 622 0 1,018 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 1,018 0 0 0 0 396 622 0 1,018 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 1,018 0 0 0 396 622
Under (over) target 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cumulative under (over) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
Caltrans 115 575 Holtville expressway, Rt 18-Evan Hewes Hwy, env NEW 3,100
Caltrans 8 523 Dogwood Road interchange, env, PS&E NEW 425
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($1,000's)

Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 2,373

Minimum 0

Target 15,171

Maximum 21,168

Under (Over) Non-TE Target 12,798

Inyo
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO! Project Voted Total Prior, 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10; 10-11 R/W, Constt E &P PS&E R/WSupi ConSup
Inyo LTC 1010 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 0
Inyo County bus| 50558 transit buses (04S-26) Aug-05 125 125 0 0 0 0 0 0 125 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 14, 8010 North of Mojave, expressway upgrade (RTIP 10%) Sep-05 1,461 1,461 0 0 0 0 0 764 0 105 353 239 0
Caltrans 14, 8010 North of Mojave, expressway upgrade (RTIP 10%) Sep-05 5,389 5,389 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,020 0 0 0 369
Caltrans 14 8042 Kern, 4-lane, Freeman Gulch (RTIP) 381 381 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 381 0 0 0
Caltrans 395 192 Black Rock 4-lane (02 STIP) 4,391 4,391 0 0 0 0 0 310 0 1,015 2,625 441 0
Caltrans 395 241 Mono, Highpoint curve corrections (RTIP) 131 131 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 131 0 0 0
Caltrans 395 8539 Kern, Inyokern 4-lane (RTIP) 200 200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 200 0 0 0
Caltrans 395 260B SBd, Rt 15-Farmington, widen (RTIP) 2,000 2,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,000 0 0 0
Bishop loc 5!|Home St, Rt 168-Sierra, reconstruction (04S-57) 1,082 1,082 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,082 0 0 0 0
Inyo County loc, 1016 |Ed Powers Road, overlay (04S-57) 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
Inyo County loc. 1016 |Ed Powers Road, overlay (04S-57) 57 57 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57 0 0
Inyo County loc, 1022 |Pleasant Valley Dam Road, overlay 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
Inyo County loc. 1022 |Pleasant Valley Dam Road, overlay 463 463 0 0 0 0 0 0 427 0 36 0 0
Inyo County loc, 1112 |Gill Station-Coso Rd, rehab (04S-57) 126 126 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 126 0 0
Inyo County loc. 3036 |{Shabbell Lane, overlay (04S-57) 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
Inyo County loc, 3036 {Shabbell Lane, overlay (04S-57) 30 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 0 0
Inyo County loc. 5052 |Mustang Mesa subdivision resurfacing (04S-57) 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
Inyo County loc, 5052 |Mustang Mesa subdivision resurfacing (04S-57) 40 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 0 0
Inyo County loc. 5054 |Trona Wildrose Rd reconstruction, phase 2 (04S-57) 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
Inyo County loc. 5054 |Trona Wildrose Rd reconstruction, phase 2 (04S-57) 45 45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 0 0
Bishop te 2517A {Home St, Rt 168-Sierra, bike path & sidewalk 560 560 0 0 0 0 0 0 560 0 0 0 0
Inyo County te| 2518 /OVRC Laws Railway Restoration 350 350 0 0 0 0 0 8 342 0 0 0 0
Inyo LTC 1010 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-06 100 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 17,056 | 17,056 0 0 0 0 0 1,082 7,756, 3,857 3,312 680 369
Caltrans 395 191 {{Independence 4-lane expressway (RTIP 40%) 6,072 0 0 0 6,072 0 0 0 5,262 0 0 0 810
Caltrans 395 191AlIndependence, arch pre-mitigation (RIP 40%) 320 0 0 320 0 0 0 0 320 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 395 192 Black Rock 4-lane 33,136 0 0 33,136 0 0 0 0 29,573 0 0 0 3,563
Caltrans 395 192A  Black Rock, archaelogical pre-mitigation 1,450 0 1,450 0 0 0 0 0 1,450 0 0 0 0
Inyo County loc. 1022 |Pleasant Valley Dam Road, overlay (cost increase) 145 0 145 0 0 0 0 0 145 0 0 0 0
Bishop loc. 1502 |Maclver St extension, 600' (State only) 554 0 554 0 0 0 0 0 554 0 0 0 0
Inyo County loc. 1016 |Ed Powers Road, overlay 1,090 0 0 0 1,090 0 0 0 1,090 0 0 0 0
Inyo County loc, 3036 {Shabbell Lane, overlay 515 0 515 0 0 0 0 0 495 0 20 0 0
Inyo County loc. 5052 {Mustang Mesa subdivision resurfacing 970 0 970 0 0 0 0 0 970 0 0 0 0
Inyo County loc, 5054 Trona Wildrose Rd reconstruction, phase 2 870 0 870 0 0 0 0 0 870 0 0 0 0
Inyo LTC 1010 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 500 0 100 100 100 100 100 0 500 0 0 0 0
Inyo County loc, 1006 ;Alabama Hills county rds, rehab 2,120 0 0 240 1,880 0 0 0 1,880 100 140 0 0
Inyo County loc;. 1112 Gill Station-Coso Rd, rehab 2,300 0 60 50 2,190 0 0 50 2,190 50 10 0 0
Inyo County loc, 2034 {South Bishop resurfacing (expanded scope) 1,370 0 0 0 70, 1,300 0 0 1,300 5 65 0 0
Inyo County loc. 5053 |9 Mile Canyon Rd reconstruction, phase 2 1,255 0 100 145 1,010 0 0 0 1,010 100 145 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 52,667 0, 4764 33991 12412 1,400 100 50 47,609 255 380 0, 4,373
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Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO! Project Voted Total Prior, 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10; 10-11 R/W, Constt E &P PS&E R/WSupi ConSup
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 50,294 12,757 22,588 | 13,072 | 1,877 0
Under (over) target (2,373) 0 7,993 (11,403) 660 477 (100)
Cumulative under (over) 0| 7,993  (3,410) (2,750) (2,273)
Inyo County bus| 50558 transit buses (04S-26) 250 0 125 0 125 0 0 0 250 0 0 0 0
Total PTA-eligible Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 250 0 125 0 125 0 0 0 250 0 0 0 0
PTA Programming, 2004 STIP 250 125 0 125 0 0
Under (over) 2004 STIP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cumulative under (over) 2004 STIP 0 0 0 0 0 0
Caltrans te|  454{|Independence historic lighting (RTIP 50%) 263 0 22 0 241 0 0 0 219 0 22 0 22
Inyo LTC res, 2517 | TE reserve 2,125 0 324 332 500 569 400 0 2125 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 2,388 0 346 332 741 569 400 0 2344 0 22 0 22
Enhancement Target 2,822 346 447 983 541 505
Under (over) target 434 0 0 115 242 (28) 105
Cumulative under (over) 0 0 115 357 329 434
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
Inyo County loc  new Horseshoe Meadows slide repair 1,000
Inyo County loc new See Vee Lane, extend to Choctaw Dr 250
Bishop loc new Mandich, Sneden, S 3rd, Warren Sts, rehab 900
Inyo County loc  new Barlow Lane rehab 510
Bishop loc new Church, E Elm, Jay Sts, rehab 900
Inyo County loc  new Alabama Hills county rds, rehab, phase 2 138
Inyo County loc  new Independence Town rehab 100
Inyo County loc new Lone Pine Town rehab 180
Inyo County loc  new Big Pine Town rehab 200
Caltrans 395 241 Mono, Highpoint curve corrections (RTIP 10%), PS&E ADD 126
Caltrans 395 170 Olancha Cartago 4-lane (Inyo RTIP 2/3) NEW 2,878
4/7/2006
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($1,000's)

Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 9,949

Minimum 0

Target 40,098

Maximum 60,762

Under (Over) Non-TE Target 30,149

Kern
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO! Project Voted Total Prior, 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10; 10-11 R/W, Constt E &P PS&E R/WSupi ConSup
Kern COG 6L03 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 196 196 0 0 0 0 0 0 196 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 14, 8010 North of Mojave, expressway upgrade (RTIP 40%) Sep-05 5,846 5,846 0 0 0 0 0 3,055 0 420{ 1,412 959 0
Caltrans 14, 8010 North of Mojave, expressway upgrade (RTIP 40%) Sep-05 21,657 21,557 0 0 0 0 0 0/ 20,083 0 0 0/ 1,474
Caltrans 14 8042 4-lane, Freeman Guich (RTIP) 1,524 1,524 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,524 0 0 0
Caltrans 46 3386 Keck's Corner-Rt 5, expwy (RIP)(TCRP #113)* 5,455 5,455 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,525 3,930 0 0
Caltrans 46 3412 \Wasco-Jumper Av, 4 lane, env 1,410 1,410 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,410 0 0 0
Caltrans 46 3380A ' SLO Co Line-Keck's Corner, expwy (RTIP)* 1,235 1235 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 435 800 0 0
Caltrans 58 3455 Freeway, Rt 99-Stockdale Hwy closed 17,030 17,030 0 0 0 0 0/ 11,824 0, 5,000 0 206 0
Caltrans 58 3482 Tehachapi Dennison Rd interch (02S-31) 1,535 1,535 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 500 1,035 0 0
Caltrans 119, 3645||Nr Taft, Cherry-Tupman, 4 lane, env 2,317 2,317 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2317 0 0 0
Caltrans 395 241 Mono, Highpoint curve corrections (RTIP) 131 131 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 131 0 0 0
Caltrans 395 8539 Kern, Inyokern 4-lane (RTIP) 800 800 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 800 0 0 0
Caltrans 395 260B SBd, Rt 15-Farmington, widen (RTIP) 2,000 2,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,000 0 0 0
Bakersfield loc. 3731 |Fairfax Rd interchange, widen 15,000 15,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,000 0 0 0 0
Shafter loc, 8700 7th Standard Rd, Rt 99-Sta Fe, expwy 1,000 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,000 0 0
Kern County loc. 8704 |7th Standard Rd, Rt 99-Wings Way, 4-lane (04S-26) 2,500 2,500 0 0 0 0 0 0 2500 0 0 0 0
Bakersfield loc, 8705 |Westside Parkway, phase 1 (04S-26) Sep-05 10,700/ 10,700 0 0 0 0 0 6,700 0 0, 4,000 0 0
Bakersfield loc. 8705 |Westside Parkway, phase 1 (04S-26) 20,000 20,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 20,000 0 0 0 0
Kern County loc. E013 | 7th Standard Rd, Coffee Rd-Rt 99 2,500 2,500 0 0 0 0 0 2,500 0 0 0 0 0
Kern COG 6L03 ||Planning, programming, and monitoring Aug-05 163 163 0 0 0 0 0 0 163 0 0 0 0
Shafter te| E012A; Tehachapi historic downtown enhancements May-05 1,179 1,179 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,179 0 0 0 0
Shafter te| E012B|Shafter Gateway landscaping May-05 349 349 0 0 0 0 0 0 349 0 0 0 0
Taft te| E012C; Sunset RR trail, Hilliard-Sandy Crk May-05 33 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 0 0 0
Bakersfield te| E012D}Chester Av median landscape, 24th-Garces Circle May-05 653 653 0 0 0 0 0 0 653 0 0 0 0
Kern County te| E012E; College Av pedestrian facilities May-05 167 167 0 0 0 0 0 0 167 0 0 0 0
Kern County te| E012F; Shalimar and Lexington ped facilities May-05 106 106 0 0 0 0 0 0 106 0 0 0 0
Kern County te| E012G| Pioneer Dr sidewalks, Fairfax-Morning Dr May-05 50 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 0
Kern County te| E012H; Buttonwillow sidewalks and curb ramps May-05 239 239 0 0 0 0 0 0 239 0 0 0 0
Kern County te| E012l1} Jacks Ranch Rd bike path, Ridgecrest BI-Rt 178 May-05 354 354 0 0 0 0 0 0 354 0 0 0 0
Kern COG res. E012 TE reserve 1,670 1,670 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,670 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 117,699 || 117,699 0 0 0 0 0/ 24,079 62,709 16,095 12,177 1,165 1,474
Caltrans 46 3412 !/Wasco-Jumper Av, 4 lane, env (cost increase) 660 660 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 660 0 0 0
Caltrans 58 3482 Tehachapi Dennison Rd interch (cost increase) 1,000 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,000 0 0
Caltrans 46 3386 Keck's Corner-Rt 5, expwy (RIP)(TCRP #113)* close -5,455, -5,455 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1,525 -3,930 0 0
Caltrans 46 3386A Keck's Corner-Rt 33, expwy (RIP)(TCRP #113)* 2,220 2,220 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,220 0 0
Caltrans 395 191A|/Independence 4-lane mitigation (RTIP, con 10%) 80 0 0 80 0 0 0 0 80 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 395 191 !{Independence 4-lane expressway (RTIP, con 10%) 1,518 0 0 0 1518 0 0 0 1315 0 0 0 203
Shafter loc. 8700 |7th Standard Rd, Coffee Rd-Santa Fe Way, expwy 15,700 0/ 4,500 11,200 0 0 0 4,500 11,200 0 0 0 0
Bakersfield loc, 8705B | |Westside Parkway, phase 2 41,600 0 0 41,600 0 0 0 0 41,600 0 0 0 0
Bakersfield loc: 8705C | |Westside Parkway, phase 3 40,000 0 0 0 40,000 0 0 0 40,000 0 0 0 0
Bakersfield loc 8705D | |Westside Parkway, phase 4 42,000 0 0 0 0 0 42,000 0 42,000 0 0 0 0
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Kern
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO! Project Voted Total Prior, 06-07. 07-08 08-09 09-10; 10-11 R/W, Constt E &P PS&E R/WSupi ConSup
Kern County loc. E013}{7th Standard Rd, Coffee Rd-Rt 99 7,700 0/ 7,700 0 0 0 0 0 7,700 0 0 0 0
Kern COG 6L03 ||Planning, programming, and monitoring 1,093 0 125 120 283 283 282 0 1,093 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 148,116|| -1,575| 12,325 53,000 41,801 283| 42,282 4,500 144,988 -865 -710 0 203
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 138,167 29,985 52,579 | 41,751 @ 11,541 2,311
Under (over) target (9,949)|| 1,575 | 17,660 (421) (50)| 11,258 |(39,971)
Cumulative under (over) 1,575 | 19,235 | 18,814 | 18,764 @ 30,022
Arvin te Derby St, sidewalk and bike lane NEW 584 0 0 0 0 66 518 0 518 0 66 0 0
California City te Calif City B, sidewalk NEW 629 0 0 0 0 64 565 0 565 0 64 0 0
Kern County te Lamont, sidewalks NEW 240 0 0 0 240 0 0 0 240 0 0 0 0
Kern County te Belle Terrance, Real Rd-South H, sidewalk NEW 275 0 0 275 0 0 0 0 275 0 0 0 0
Kern County te Lake Isabella Rd, LI Park-Kilbreth, bike path, sidewalk NEW 245 0 0 0 245 0 0 0 245 0 0 0 0
Kern County te Columbus Av, Alta Vista-River, sidewalk NEW 80 0 0 0 80 0 0 0 80 0 0 0 0
Kern County te Cuddy Crk streambed enhancement, bike path NEW 1,025 0 0 0 1,025 0 0 0 1,025 0 0 0 0
Kern County te Castro Ln, Baldwin Rd, sidewalks NEW 254 0 0 0 254 0 0 0 254 0 0 0 0
Taft te Sandy Crk runoff water pollution mitigation NEW 423 0 0 0 0 79 344 0 344 0 79 0 0
Wasco te Central Av, Poso-Rt 46, landscape median NEW 955 0 0 0 0 955 0 0 852 0 103 0 0
Arvin te Sycamore Rd, Comanche-Derby, bike lane NEW 188 0 0 188 0 0 0 0 174 0 14 0 0
Ridgecrest te Bowman Rd, Gateway-Downs, bike rest stations NEW 200 0 0 200 0 0 0 0 184 0 16 0 0
Kern County te Frazier Park streetscape NEW 520 0 520 0 0 0 0 0 495 0 25 0 0
Kern County te Tehachapi, various, bike and ped paths NEW 704 0 704 0 0 0 0 0 673 0 31 0 0
Kern County te Lake Isabella Bl, Erskine Crk-LI Park, bike path, sidewi NEW 220 0 0 220 0 0 0 0 220 0 0 0 0
Kern County te Olive Dr, Landco-Victor, landscaping NEW 120 0 120 0 0 0 0 0 106 0 14 0 0
Wasco te Rt 46, 16th-Kimberlina Rd, landscape NEW 561 0 519 42 0 0 0 0 519 0 42 0 0
Kern COG res, E012 |TE reserve 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 7,223 0/ 1,863 925 1,844 1,164 1,427 0 6,769 0 454 0 0
Enhancement Target 8,061 1,022 1,774 1,845 1,681 1,739
Under (over) target 838 0 (841) 849 1 517 312
Cumulative under (over) 0 (841) 8 9 526 838
Project Proposals Not Included in Staff Recommendation:
Caltrans 395 241 Mono, Highpoint curve corr (Kern 10%) ADD 126
Caltrans 395 170 Olancha-Cartago 4-lane (Kern 10%) NEW 720
Bakersfield loc 8705B Westside Parkway, phase 2 (design) NEW 11,000
Bakersfield loc 3731 Fairfax Rd interchange, widen (cost increase) 5000
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 3,963
Minimum 0
Target 9,473
Maximum 12,572
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 5,510

Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte PPNO. Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07, 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W, Const E &P PS&E RWSup ConSup
Caltrans 198! 4330 19th Avenue interchange, Lemoore 1,781 1,781 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 474 927 380 0
Caltrans 198 4360B |4 In expwy, Rt 43-Rt99, design (RTIP, R/W) 7477 7,477 0 0 0 0 0 5,254 0 1,549 0 674 0
KCAPTA bus; 8526 Intermodal transfer site improvements (SO)(04S-26) Apr-06 400 400 0 0 0 0 0 0 340 0 60 0 0
Lemoore loc; 8530 |Bush St, 19th Av, overlay (State only) 395 395 0 0 0 0 0 0 395 0 0 0 0
Lemoore loc; 8530 |8 locations, overlays & reconstruction (State only) 199 199 0 0 0 0 0 0 199 0 0 0 0
Corcoran loc; 8540 |17 locations, overlay and restripe 1,200 1,200 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,200 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8588 |Kern St, 7th Av-Union Av, reconstruction (S/O) 139 139 0 0 0 0 0 0 139 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8589 |Kern St, 7th Av-3rd Av, reconstruction (S/O) 180 180 0 0 0 0 0 0 180 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8590 |Ventura St, 7th Av-3rd Av, reconstruction (S/O) 176 176 0 0 0 0 0 0 176 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8591 |5th Av, Orange St-Rt 33, reconstruction (S/O) 99 99 0 0 0 0 0 0 87 0 12 0 0
Avenal loc; 8592 {Union Av, Kern St-Rt 269, reconstruction (S/O) 262 262 0 0 0 0 0 0 262 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8593 |Fremont St, 7th St-Union, reconstruction (S/O) 139 139 0 0 0 0 0 0 139 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8594 |Shasta St, 7th St-Union, reconstruction (SO) 139 139 0 0 0 0 0 0 139 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8595 |Whitney St, 7th St-Union, reconstruction (S/O) 143 143 0 0 0 0 0 0 143 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8596 |Dome St, Fresno St-Union, reconstruction (SO) 146 146 0 0 0 0 0 0 128 0 18 0 0
Avenal loc; 8597 |3rd Av, Rt 33-Rt 269, reconstruction (State only) 113 113 0 0 0 0 0 0 113 0 0 0 0
Avenal loc; 8598 |Orange St, Rt 33-7th Av, reconstruction (S/O) 166 166 0 0 0 0 0 0 166 0 0 0 0
KCAG 6L04 |Planning, programming, and monitoring Sep-05 50 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 0
KCAG res; C002 TE reserve 719 719 0 0 0 0 0 0 719 0 0 0 0
Prior Commitments (Not Part of 2006 STIP Target) 13,923 13,923 0 0 0 0 0 5254 4,575 2,023 1,017 1,054 0
Caltrans 198! 4348 12th Avenue interchange, Hanford, add construction ADD| 15,691 0 1,120 0 1,165 411 12,995 0 11,368 1,120 1,165 411 1,627
Caltrans 198! 4330, 19th Avenue interchange, Lemoore (cost increase) INCR 1,468 1,468 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,066 402 0
KCAG 6L04 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 150 0 0 75 0 75 0 0 150 0 0 0 0
Total Non-TE/PTA Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 17,309 1,468 1,120 75 1,165 486, 12,995 0 11518 1,120 2,231 813 1,627
Highway/Road Reprogramming Target 13,346 3,278 | 5,747 | 3,744 577 0
Under (over) target (3,963) | (1,468) 2,158 5,672 2,579 91 (12,995)
Cumulative under (over) (1,468) 690 6,362 8,941 9,032
KCAG res; C002 TE reserve 200 0 0 149 51 0 0 0 200 0 0 0 0
Total TE Proposed for Programming in 2006 STIP 200 0 0 149 51 0 200 0 0 0 0
Enhancement Target 1,210 0 420 277 252 261
Under (over) target 1,010 0 0 271 226 252 261
Cumulative under (over) 0 0 271 497 749 | 1,010
No proposed projects excluded from the Staff Recommendation.
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FROM COUNTY SHARE FOR 2006 STIP

Does Not Include STIP Interregional Share Funding (See Separate Listing)

($1,000's)
Proposed New Non-TE Programming: 9,460
Minimum 9,699
Target 17,207
Maximum 19,100
Under (Over) Non-TE Target 7,747
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
Agency Rte! PPNO Project Voted Total Prior| 06-07{ 07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 R/W| Const E &P PS&E R/WSup ConSup
Lake County te| 3036A |Kelseyville walkways, lighting Oct-04 12 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0
Lake CCAPC 3002P |Planning, programming, and monitoring Mar-05 64 64 0 0 0 0 0 0 64 0 0 0 0
Lake County loc|3031R | [Merritt Rd Bridge at Kelsey Creek (02S-07) Sep-05 19 19 0 0 0 0 0 19 0 0 0 0 0
Caltrans 29, 122C |Widen to 4 lanes, Diener Dr-Rt 175 (RTIP) 1,456 1,456 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 606 850 0 0
Clearlake loc| 3021P |Lakeshore, Pearl, Howard, Uhl, rehab (02S-43) 360 360 0 0 0 0 0 0 360 0 0 0 0
Lake County loc|3031R | |Merritt Rd Bridge at Kelsey Creek (02S-07) Apr-06 690 690 0 0 0 0 0 0 690 0 0 0 0
Lake County loc!3032R | {South Main St, Lakeport-Rt 175 ext, rehab (04S-33) 45 45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 0 0 0
Lake County loc{3033R [Soda Bay Rd, Rt 175 ext-Manning Crk, rehab (04S-33) 53 53 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 53 0 0 0
Lake County te| 3036A |Kelseyville walkways, lighting | Apr-06 2 2 0 0 0